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would be justified in sending an injunction against | 
our proceeding any further in such a wild-goose 
chase as that; because if there is anything which 
belongs properly to the judicial department of the 
Government, it must be to consider the construc- 
tion of a law passed a year ago. It belongs ex- 
cusively to the judiciary. But f think the argu- 
ment of the Senator from North Oarolina operates 
avainst the introduction of the bill of the Senator 
from Indiana, and in favor of the petition; because | 
the petition is what we act upon, and the bill calls 
for action upon a subject which belongs to the pre- 
rogatives of the judiciary. 

When we were discussing this subject a year 
acm, one of the most astute and clear-headed 
lawyers in the Senate, 1 mean my friend from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Unnerwoop,] undertook to lay 


down a distinction between a petition which comes || 


from those among whom it is to operate, and one 
coming from those among whom it is not to op- 
erate. If the law is to operate upon the people 
who make the petition, or if it is to be executed 
amongst them, then clearly they have a right to | 
petition, and consequently we are bound to re- | 
ceive their petition. Well, this is exactly the 
case. 


country where the law is to go into operation, in || 


the free States. 


It is to operate upon the citizens 
there. 


It imposes duties upon them, and puts 


them under heavy responsibilities, and therefore || 


it comes within the case put by the Senator from 
Kentucky, where there is a clear obligation to re- 
ceive the petition. ‘That being the case, I trust 
we shall have the vote of the Senator from Ken- | 
tueky against the reconsideration of the vote | 
making the reference. 

But much has been said by Senators on the 
right and left about the rieht of petition. Let me 
say that I do not attach much importance to the 
right of petition to this body. The right of peti- 
tion should be to the people; and it is to them that | 
I mean to make my appeal. I have tried it here 
enough to know that this is not the place; and if 
the people will listen to me I will tell them to 
spend their breath among themselves. 

Some gentlemen seem to eschew the epithet of 
agitator. Sir, everything valuable in the institu- 
tions we enjoy is the result of agitation, and it is 


only error that skulks from it; truth does not fear || 


it. Instead of washing my hands of the charge 
of being an agitator, I glory in having done what 
little I have to merit the name in which O’Connell 
rejoiced, and to merit the name given to all those | 
through whose exertions in times past, whenever 
a political reformation has been wrought out, it | 
has come. Aye, sir, where there is no agitation | 
there is stagnation, fetid corruption, and death. 
But agitation is the great element of life; it was | 
through agitation that the American Revolution 
sprung into being; it was agitation which gave 
birth to the American Constitution; it is the life | 
and breath of everything valuable, and when it 
ceases everything worth having in our existence | 
will die. Under the fetid exhalations that will 
spring up from that putrefaction which must en- 
sue when the life-giving element of agitation is | 
withdrawn, all these will perish. 

No, sir, I glory in the name of agitator; I wish 
the country might be agitated vastly more than it | 
is. The great fault is that it is not agitated half | 
enough. ‘There are many errors which require | 
agitation, and nobody but those who are hugging | 
delusion and errors—fatal errors—have anything | 
to fear from that life-giving element which will 
impart its healing as did the waters of the pool at 
the Beautiful Gate of the Temple. Nobody that | 
stepped into that pool could be healed until the | 


angel had gone down and stirred and agitated the | 
waters. 


Mr. BERRIEN. When the Senator from New 
= advises his coadjutors to transfer these 
eches, Calculated, if not intended, to produce | 
excitement among the people of this Union, from 
the Senate Chamber to the stump, it would have | 
been shone if he had extorent his precept by | 
his example. But I rise for the purpose of calling 
the attention of the Senate to the nature of the 
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|| sented to the Senate that this memoria 


This petition comes from a part of the || 
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| memorial which has produced this discussion. 

Unquestionably it was by an oversight that the 
| vote of the Senate to refer it to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee was taken. Sir, what is it? We are told 
| that the signers of this paper are respectable per- 
| sons. What evidence is there in the ne pre- 


é was ever 
| signed by these individuals? Here are several 
sheets of paper on which names are inscribed, and 


on the top of these papers is pasted a memorial. | 


| There is not the slightest evidence upon the face 
of the paper that the memorial was ever subscribed 
| by the individuals whose names are attached to it. 
| And, sir, if they are of the respectable character 
which is given to them by*the Senator from Maine, 


inference is a plain one that such men of respect- 
able character have never signed such a petition. 
What is ie? It states that you passed a law at 
the last session ofgCongress which violates the 


of which I will not permit myself to express, be- | 
cause I do not entertain a moment’s doubt, the | 
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agitator before, by many and unmistakable to- 
kens; but we had hoped, from his having de- 
meaned himself during the present session of Con- 
gress with much greater quietude and gentleners 
than formerly, that he had to some extent come to 
the conclusion that the business of agitation was, for 
him, rather an unprofitable one, and that it would 
be decidedly better for a man of genius, like him- 
self, and of no little intellectual promise, to pursue 
a different vocation altogether. But it seems that 
we were mistaken in this. It seems that he is reso- 
lutely determined to agitate hereafter, as hereto- 
fore; for he says that agitation is about the most 
useful and glorious occupation that can possibly 


| be exercised, in connection with all those matters 


| Constitution of the country, which is in conflict | 


with the duties which we owe to benevolence, to | 


humanity, and to God; a law with the requisitions | 
| of which they are not willing to comply, and to | 


| the penalties of which they are not disposed to 
submit. It is this memorial, calling therefore for 
| a modification or repeal of the fugitive slave law, 
| which, by a vote of the Senate, is to be referred 
to the Judiciary Committee. And now, I pray 
you, what is the inquiry or what are the inquiries 
| which that committee is to make? 
quire if the Congress of the United States at the 
last @sion have passed a law in violation of the 


We are to in- | 


Constitution, have passed a law violating the du- | 


ties of benevolence and humanity, and the duty 
| which we owe to God; we are to inquire whether 
| these memorialists are bound by the requisitions 


of that law to submit to its — or bear | 


the infliction of its penalties. I ask whether this 
is such a memorial as ought to be referred by this 
Senate to one of its committees? I think, apart 
from all that has been said on this subject, the 


which concern the dignity and welfare of man on 
earth. I think, indeed, that he has almost intimt 

ted to us that the Saviour of the world was an 
agitator, although I am certainly of opinion that 
there was a mildness and moderation, a godlike 
dignity and majestic serenity about him, which as 
little comported with the violence and declamatory 
fierceness of the real agitator of this poor world 
of ours as can well be conceived of. According 
to my poor judgment, there was but little of the 
true spirit of agitation in his noble sermon upon 
the Mount; but a placid dignity, a gentle and af- 
fectionate persuasiveness, which one of your fierce 
and murdering agitators would find it difficult 
either to understand or to imitate. I beg the Sen- 


| ator from New Hampshire to read the Scriptur®s 


character of this memorial is one that forbids such | 


ig reference. I trust that the motion of the Senator 
| from Missouri will prevail; that the subject will 

be reconsidered; and, since the memorial has been 
| received, we shall do, from respect to ourselves, 
what that respect would have indicated if this sug- 
gestion had Soa made anterior to its reference, 


summary manner “peta 
its substance had been known to the Senate, I 
trust, would not have been received; and the mo- 


prevail. 

: Mr. FOOTE. After all that kas been said, J do 
not deem it proper to occupy the attention of the 
Senate very long; but as a portion of the remarks 
of the Senator from New Hampshire have not 
been responded to, I deem it expedient to give 
| them a slight passing notice. ‘The honorable Sen- 
ator proclaims, what it was not necessary for him 
to have proclaimed—for all the world knows it— 
that he is an “‘ agitator.”” He says he glories in 
the title of ** an agitator,’’ and his mannér at the 
time was so marked with exultation that no one 
could doubt the sincerity of the declaration. There 
is one thing, however, about his adoption of the 
agitating vocation that we did not know before, 
though some, perchance, had suspected it: that 
the honorable Senator from New Hampshire, in- 
stead of imitating any of the great models of rhe- 


singled out Mr. O’Connell as his model in the line 
of popular agitation. He tells us, in fact, this 
morning, pretty plainly, that he is the disciple of 
Mr. O’Counell, and that he is endeavoring to imj- 
tate him; that he glories in having the title affixed 
to him upon which Mr. O’Connell shed such ex- 
traordinary glory. I leave him to all the satisfac- 
tion which he can possibly derive from imitating 
such a model, and in such a style of imitation, 
too! 

The gentleman tells us he is ‘‘ an agitator,”’ It 
was notn , [say again, that he should have 
made this known to us. We knew him to be an 


tion to reconsider having been made, I trust it will | 


torical splendor on this side of the Atlantic, had | 


that we shall dispose of this memorial in the most | 
Such a memorial, if | 


| 
| 
| 
} 
' 


a little more attentively, and to act upon the pure 
models of renuine benevolence and apostolic wis- 
dom, and I think that he will be no longer known 
as an agitator. 

But it seems that the gentleman cannot restrain 
that disposition to agitate which is native to him. 
Well, sir, we do well know that there is a class of 
men, who have been more or less known in all 
of the world, who seem to be so organ- 
ized by nature as to make it.their ** inevitable des- 
tiny”’ to seek rather to be propagators of discord 
and stirrers up of strife than upholders of quiet 
and maintainers of order; who are always seeking 
to convulse and disturb the society With which 
they stand connected, instead of endeavoring to 
propagate peace and to diffuse the calm and kindly 
sentiments of true brotherhood on earth; who, in 


ages 


| fact, are always most unhappy if they cannot in- 
| volve everybody else in trouble and confusion. 


These persons are felicitously described by the poet 
who thus writes: 


“ But quiet to quick bosoms A hell, : 
And there hath been thy ban@# there is a fire 
And motion of the soul which will not dwell 
In its own narrow being, but aspire 
Beyond the fitting medium of desire ; 

And, but once kindled, quenchless evermore, 
Preys upon high adventure, nor can tire 

Of aught but rest—a fever at the core, 

Fatal to him who bears, to all who ever bore. 


«“ This makes the madmen who have made men mad 
By their contagion ; Conquerors and Kings, 
Founders of sects and systems, to whom add 
Soraists, Barns, Sta TesMen, all unquiet things 
Which stir too strongly the soul’s secret springs 
And are themselves the fools to those they fool; 
Envied, yet how unenviable ! what stings 
Are thine!" One breast laid open were a school 

Which would unteach mankind the lust to shine or rule. 


“ Their breath is aarraTtion, and their life 
A storm whereon they ride, to sink at last, 
And yet so nursed and bigoted to strife, 
That should their days, surviving perils past, 
Melt to calm twilight, they feel overeast 
With sorrow and supineness, and so die; , 
Even as a flame unfed, which runs to waste 
With its own flickering, or a sword laid by 
Which eats into itself, and rusts ingloriously.”’ 


The 


But I rose for a much graver purpose. 


| honorable Senator from New Hampshire has 


i 
' 
' 


thought proper tc speak of this particular law as 
operating differently in different States of the 
Guise: ‘| think there is but little foundation for 
what the honorable Senator has said upon this 
point. But,inasmuch as he has singled out a par- 


| ticular case, which has recently occurred in the 


city of Boston, concerning which happen to know 
something, I feel bound to make the explanation 
which I am about to give, so that what fell from 
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the Senator’s lips may not have that injurious and | 
mischievous effect which it would be otherwise cal- | 
culated to produce. 
The Senator has told us what has recently hap- || 
pened in the eity of Boston, although I have seen 
a telegraphic communication, which was forwarded | 
to the Secretary of State, which harmonizes in all 
substantia! particulars with the statement found |! 
in the"New York Herald this morning. All the 
members of this body may not be aware that what 
the Senator has stated is actually true, and that an 
armed mob of about two thousand black men have 
actually broken into a room where there was an | 
alleged fugitive slave in a state of confinement, 
under the care of ministerial officers of the court, 
and have violently rescued him under cireum- 
stances of great aggravation, and removed him; so 
that, I presume, he has been by this time carried || 
off in triumph to the British dominions, [tis a || 
most astounding circumstance, and [ regret that | 
the honorable Senator has referred to it; but, being™| 
an agitator, | suppose he thought it his duty to do 
it. | feel Loum to say, though I do not speak 
specially by authority, that I deemed it important 
to have recourse to the proper source for informa- | 
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| of a kind similar to this, went to the Committee | 


| repeal of the fugitive slave law some weeks since, 
| which, on my motion, was referred to that com- || 
| mittee, 
| to that committee; and I have not changed my 
| opinion since. Whilst I am opposed, totally op- 
|| posed, to the agitation of this question, believing 

| that it can produce nothing but mischief, I am 


| agitation at the North. 


| those who do not sympathize in the object of the 
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rt of the commissioner, and no fault of the law. || 

here was nothing in the law which'required the 
rejection of the proof, or the haste with which 
the alleged slave was delivered up to the agent of 
the claimant. 

One word in reference to the vote I shall give. 
I shall vote against the motion to reconsider. [| 
shall do so, because petitions which I presented, 


on the Judiciary. I presented one praying for the 


I believed it was proper that it should go 


nevertheless against the reconsideration; and allow 


| me to say, that I believe if all petitions upon this 


subject had been treated as other petitions are | 
treated, it would have taken away a ground of | 
Refusing to refer these | 
petitions, and to treat them as other petitions are 
treated, is made a ground of complaint; and even | 































tion as to what was ae to be the action of this || petitioners at all, sometimes complain*of the man- 
Government upon the subject; and, without being*!| ner in which these petitions gre treated. I think 
authorized, I say again, to speak for the Govern- || jt would be the part of wisdom to receive and refer || 
ment specially in regard to this matter, I feel | jj respectful petitions. Sir, I have no counsel to || 
bound to give this formal assurance, that the Gov- || give to the Senate on this subject, beyond what is ] 
ernment will without any hesitation do its duty |) contained in these suggestions. [shall vote against | 
and its whole duty, in upholding and enforcing the || 
Constitution and laws, and that this particular law || sented by myself have gone to the Committee on 
will be carried out as efficiently as any law upon || the Judiciary, and that I am opposed to any dis- 
the statute book. ‘crimination that might appear invidious. For the 
Mr. COOPER. As I shall be called upon to vote || repeal of this law, I see no necessity. The con- 
on the pending motion, I desire to make an ex- | struction which has been given to its provisions, 
planation in reference to the vote which [ shall |! jn my own State, by the judicial officers of the 
give. I will state in the outset, however, that I |! [{nited States, is such that there is no danger to 
am canner to all agitation here or elsewhere on | apprehend that these provisions will be ab@ed, or 
the subject of the fugitive slave law. I do not || perverted to purposes of oppression. I am there- 
coneur in the Fiemnehire (hd _ 7 the Sena- || fore opposed to its repeal, and opposed to agitating 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. Hare] to agitate, || the question of repeal here and elsewhere. 
to keep up the o and bitterness which have | Me. HAMLIN. I will detain the icaiean but a 
pervaded the country too long already. If my || single moment, and I regret that I deem it neces- 
recommendation would be of avail here, and could || gary to occupy the attention of the Senate at all. 
be heard and responded to beyond these walls, it || [ should not do so but for the manner in which the 
would be that all agitation should cease; that har- || Senator from Georgia [Mr. Berrien] assailed this 
mony and good feeling between the different sec- || memorial. It is true that the memorial is com- 
tions of the ——— should ne sare and ao || posed of detached sheets of paper attached together 
everywhere obedience to the Constitution and || , afers. 
enehaial be inculeated and acted upon. I do 1 cececaheen, [ believe it is the usual course of | 
not believe in the virtue of agitation and excite- Senators here to present printed memorials almost 
ment at any time. The Senator has told us that | every day, and neither the Chair nor any Senator 
every great good is achieved by agitation; and that || takes any exception to them because they are 
it was by agitation that ee was given to the || printed. They are presented on various subjects. 
Revolution in the beginning. Sir, our fathers de- The PRESIDENT. If the Senator alludes to 
liberated, resolved, and acted; but they did not | the Chair, the Chair will say that he could not 
agitate in the manner recommended by the Sena- | possibly take exceptions to them until his atten- 
tor from New Hamshire; they did not agitate for | tion was called to them. But the Chair is under 
the purpose of stiring up strife between the differ- || the necessity of rejecting printed memorials when 
ent colonies which were to be united afterwards | his attention is called to the matter. 
in the struggle for independence. There was'| Mr, HAMLIN. From the noise in the Senate, 
nothing of that. But what is it the Senator now || [ did not hear the suggestions of the President. I 
recommends to his people at home, and regrets || have now to state the reasons which enable me to 








that he cannot effect here? Why, sir, that they | gustain the character of the men who have signed | 


should encourage sectional feelings, rekindle the || that memoriak and who forwarded it tome. I 
fire of strife, and keep alive the spirit of animosity || hold in my hand a communication from William 
and discord here. I am opposed to all this; and I || Milliken, well known to myself and to my col- 
am sure that those whom I have the honor in part || jegoue as one of the most worthy citizens of the 


to represent are qpposed to it. In the main, my || State of Maine, a man for whose honor and in- | 
constituents believe that the act of the last session || tegrity I stand ready to vouch. He is at this time | 


for reclarnation of fugitive slaves is Constitutional; || 9 member of the State Senate; is now, has always 
that it enjoins nothing bat what the Constitution || heen, and I have no doubt always will be, a Dem- 
enjoined in the beginning; and that it only points || oerat. 


the reconsideration, because mp premiers pre- | 
‘ 


The original memorial, it is also trugy || 


| of fraud and oppression. 
| 


He forwarded the memorial to me, and, in | 
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ready been referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, this also, being of a counter character 
should go to the same committee. To say nothines 
of right, that is but equal justice. 1 said that the 
Senate by a vote had determined that memorials 
for the repeal of that act should not be sent to tne 
Committee on the Judiciary. Though that decis. 
ion was against my own judgment, yet, in accord. 
ance with the decision of the Senate, I had uni- 
formly moved to lay them on the table. But jn 
this case I can see no reason why a memorial for a 
modification of the penalties of isst law, to miti- 
| gate them, should not receive at least as favorable 
consideration ag a bill which seeks to impose ad- 
ditional penalties. For these reasons, as well as 
| because right in itself, | asked its reference to the 
committee, and it went quietly to them. Who, 
then, is answerable for this debate? Let the Sen- 
ate and the country judge. 
| Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, the Senator 
| from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hare,] using vwery 
free language, has spoken of a ease which recently 
| occurred in Philadelphia as a case of kidnapping. 
That word has a distinct and well-known signifi- 
| cation—not a mere legal meaning, but a sense in 


| which it is universally applied in ordinary use, 


Neither in that nor any other sense in which it is 

ever understood, can it be properly applied to the 

case in Philadelphia to which he has alluded. | 

know the parties, sir, and the commissioner by 
| whom that case was decided. He is a man of 
honor and a lawyer of ability, and as little likely 
to be guilty of anything to justify the application 
to him of the word kidnapping as the Senator from 
| New Hampshire himself. Sir, it was a case of 
| ordinary occurrence. Regular process was issued 
for the recovery of a fugitive slave; testimony was 
taken pro and con, and the commissioner decided 
onenein to his own judgment, and with perfect 
| integrity of purpose, | am ey sure. There was, 

I admit, unfortunately a mistake of identity; noth- 
| ing more; just such a mistake of identity as has 
| occurred a thousand times in judicial proceedings, 
civil and criminal. And I take it that no gentle- 
man has a right to apply to a mistake of identity, 
unless he is prepared to make a charge of fraud, 
the term kidnapping. There has been no case of 
| kidnapping, and the gentleman to whom I suppose 





|| that term would apply—the commissioner who 
Ppty 


| made the decision—is one of the last men in the 
community to which he belongs to whom it could 
with propriety be applied. I know the parties, 
and I may say this: that the sepaptibele with 
| which the mistake was corrected by one of my 
constituents and neighbors is a very good proof 


\| how false have been the charges that this law 


would be deliberately converted into an instrument 
The mistake was cor- 
rected as promptly as was possible. That is 
enough for southern character. 
But the Senator from New Hampshire tells us 
that he delights in agitation, and he has made a 
| discovery in philosophy that agitation is an “ ele- 
| ment.’? What sort of an * element’’ I have not 
chemical knowledge enough to ascertain. 

The Senator compares the agitations of what he 
ealls foul and fetid corruptions to the heavenly 
and benign action told of in Scripture; that gentle 
stirring of the waters occasioned by the angelic 
presence which invited suffering humanity to re- 
ceive its benign influences! This he likened to 
that agitation which, stirred by a mistaken, @ 
feigned philanthropy, has wrought so much evil, 
and has threatened so much more to the destruc- 
tion of national harmony, and everything good 





out the mode by which the Constitution, in that | his communication, he states that the memorial 
particular, is to be carried into effect. They are || was signed by the persons whose names are at- 
disposed to stand by and sustain the law, and | tached to it. Upon that authority I present it, 
carry it into effect as far as it is practicable. The | and upon that authority I stand, and am willing to 
Senator has referred to a case which took place, || be held responsible to the fullest extent. 

under this law, in the city of Philadelphia, in | The reasons which the memorialists give are 
which a freeman was adjudged to be aslave. Sir, | their own, and not mine. One may be in favor of 
it is well that the facts 0 that case should be | the repeal or modification of that ae for reasons 
known. it is well that it should be understood | quite different from those contained in the memo- 
that it was through no fault of the law that this || rial. Their reasons and opinions are their own. 
wrong against the rights of a freeman was com- |, I may agree or disagree with them in their opin- 
mitted, It was through haste, mistake of its re- 1 ions, but still, in either case, it is my duty to pre- 
quirements, or indiscretion on the part of the com- || sent their memorial. They express the opinions 
missioner, that proof was refused which was || which { have no doubt they honestly entertain. 
meen under the law, and which, if received, | Without regard to their views, it is the conclusion 
would have established the respondent's right to || to which they come—a repeal or modification of 
freedom, There is no doubt whatever of this; || the law that the Senate is to act upon, 

and the refusal to receive the proof which was | [Inasmuch as there is now a bill virtually in- 


tendered was an inadvertence, an error on the || creasing the penalties of the law, which has al- 


| . . 
and valuable among us. He delights in agita- 
tion, he says. I abhor it. That gentle stirring 

of the waters can scarcely be compared, without 
irreverence to the mischievous agitation which he 

| seems to cherish. Sir, I abhor agitation, because 
|| the first agitator ever heard of in the world was 
|| the very last being of whom a man should speak 

'| with anything but abhorrence. The devil was 

|| the first agitator. He it was who, in the guise of 

'| a serpent, crept into Eden. He found the rimal 

| pair living in peace, innocence, and obedience. 

| The woman’s heart he corrupted, and so 

i ‘‘ Brought death into the world, and all our wo.” 

‘| He was the first agitator. Who will be the last, 

it is not for me to tell; but the Senate can well 











} llowers, who are-prominent agitators at the 
present day in the strict line of diabolical succes 


“ gion. 





imagine how easy it would be to deseribe some of 
his fo 
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Mr. RHETT. Mr. President, I understood 
the Senator from Pennsylvania to assert that the 
State of Peunsylvania was perfectly satisfied with 
the late fugitive law, and that his constituents are 
opposed to all agitation, and are perfectly prepared 
to enforce that law. I rise now merely to inquire 
of that Senator, whether his State has repealed 
those laws which were passed some years ago, by 
which the operation of the act of 1793 was embar- 
rassed, or Whether these laws still continue on the 
statute book of the State of Pennsylvania? 

Mr. COOPER, 1 can reply without hesitation 
to the question propounded by the honorable Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, ils have been intro- 
duced into both houses of the Legislature of Penn- 





sylvania to repeal the act to which the Senator |, 





refers, known as the act of 1847, and I presume 
that those laws will be repealed. But I did not 
say that all my constituents were opposed to the 
repeal of the fugitive slave law which was passed 
at the last session of Congress. I said that I be- 
lieved a very large majority of my constituents 
were opposed to all farther agitation on the ques- 
tion of slavery; that they were satisfied with the 
measures adopted for the restoration of harmony | 
and the preservation of peace. I have no doubt | 
that this is so. 1 have had many opportunities of 
conversing with gentlemen from all parts of the 
State, and they all united in saying that there is a 
sentiment generally prevalent, favorable to stand- | 
ing by the measures adopted at the last session of | 
Congress, and believe them founded upon justice, | 
and that they ought at least to be satisfactory to | 
all portions of the country. If chose to do so, I 
might enter into some of our domestic politics, and 
explain to the honorable Senator why it may be 
diffieult, though I think it may be achieved, to re- 
peal those laws. But | forbear, because it would 
be unprofitable to do so. You, perhaps, sir, are 
aware of it; | certainly am, and J know there are 
omers. r 

Mr. RHETT. My object in making the in- 
quiry of the Senator from Pennsylvania was, that 
his former statement might not go out without the 
qualifications which he has just made. It is very 
true, as he states, that these laws have not been 
repealed. It is very true that efforts have been 
made to repeal them, but in the Senate of Penn- 
sylvania an effort made to do that failed. So far 
from showing, then, what the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania has just asserted, that the people of Penn- 
sylvania are satisfied -with the fugitive slave law, 
and are prepared to enforce it, I think the gentle- 
man’s statement proves to the contrary. There 
are some localities, I do not doubt, that are in 
favor of enforcing the law—for instance, all the mer- 
cantile interests, I suppose that is so in New 
York. I have no doubt the entire mercantile com- 
munity are in favor of enforcing the law. But I 
presume it is not so in the interior of those States, 
and if my information be correct, there is great 
hostility in all the interior of Pennsylvania and 
New York, and all the northern States, to the en- | 
forcement of the law. The time has not yet come 
for the full development of this feeling, but I fear 
it will not be long before the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania and others who are for referring this peti- 
tion to-day to the Judiciary Committee, will be in 
favor of some modification of the fugitive slave law, 
the design of which will be to nullify and destroy 
it by the legislation of Congress, if it shall not be 
nullified or destroyed before that time by the ac- 
tion of the people. 

Mr. HALE. I wantto say a word to the Sen- 
ator from Maryland, who has undertaken to give 
mea most christian admonition. I think, without 
an affectation of great sanctity, or any peculiar 
knowledge of scripture, I am about as well versed 
in it as that Senator. I think he has made a gross 
mistake. I think he has done great injustice to 
the individual whom he terms the first agitator. 
(Laughter.} If I read scripture aright, the devil— 
for we will call things by their right names—when 

€ went into Paradise, instead of going in the 
character of an agitator, went there to enforce a 
fugitive slave law. He pretended that the inhabit- 
ants of Paradise were his servants, and under that 
false claim he stole the children of God from the 
gurden in which he had planted them, and carried 
re to the slavery of hell, and there detained 

em. 

Again, the honorable Senator is disposed to refer 
all these things to the devil, and he thinks it is very 
‘reverent to give any other construction to it. Sir, 
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I read that all scripture is profitable for instruc- 
| tion; I read, also, that from the time that God 
| first spake to his children by the mouth of his 
fellow-men, it has been charged upon those who 
| have come with a message to reprove the genera- 
| tion in which they lived for the crimes of whigh 
| they have been guilty, that they were of the devil. 
Sir, when the great mission of salvation was first 
proclaimed on the plains of Galilee, those in 
whose ears the message came said it was of the 
devil; and when the Author of that great system 
vindicated his right to speak by divine authority, 
by commanding winds and seas and they obeyed 
hun, instead of producing conviction on the obdu- 
rate hearts of those to whom he spoke, they 
said that he cast out devils by Beelzebub, the 
prince of devils. It is no new train of remark 
which the honorable Senator has taken up. He 
| has not even the creditof origmality. It is as old 
|as the history of the world. There never has 
been a truth unwelcome to the passions of de- 
praved human nature that has sounded in their ears, 
come whence it would, when the rebellious natu- 
ral heart has not retorted upon the reformer that 
| he was of the devil. Yes, sir, it affords me assu- 
| rance, if a confirmation were wanted, of the truth 


| and of the rectitude of the position in which I - 


| stand, and of the force of the truths which I am 
compelled to utter, and that they are producing 
the same effects to-day that truth has always pro- 
duced from the day that it was first promulgated. 
If it did not have the effect to silence and still the 
voice that proclaimed the truth in olden time, so 
long as I have a place in which I can be heard, it 
shall not have that effect upon me now. 


| Again, sir, the Senator from Maryland says he | 


| abhors agitation. Well, there are a great many 
people that abhor agitation. I have no doubt that 
all the aristocracy of Europe, seated in their — 
of power, and wealth, and comfort, and reveling in 
luxury wrung from the sweat and blood of toiling 
| millions, are very much content with things as 
they now are. They donotlike agitation. They 
feel very comfortable. But I will tell you that 
there are some people that are now in favor of agita- 
tion with me. Some of the overgrown monopo- 
lists of this country have found their dividends 
growing less under the operation of the progressive 
legislation we have had, in making trade more free 
and lessening duties. ‘They are in favor ofa little 
agitation, provided you confine it to coal and iron 
and coarse cotton. They are very much in favor 
of agitation thus far. We have had printed peti- 
tions—petitions put on to detached sheets just like 
this abolition petition—come here after having been 
printed in this city and sent by mail all over the 
United States. And in that case such is a whole- 
some way of collecting public sentiment, I sup- 
yose. There is no agitation in that, so long as it 
| 18 confined to those particular classes of articles. 
| The odium with which agitation is received is 
| neither new nor strange. But I am sorry for the 
honorable Senator from Maryland, for whom | 
entertain the highest respect, and of whom I had 
| hoped better things, that he should have shouted 
his amen to-day to the denunciation against all agi- 
tation. But even he is in favor of a little agita- 
tion, a little quiet, heavenly stirring. [Laughter.] 
He does not want to go very deep.: He just wants 
to stir up a few little matters, but not to go to the 
bottom at all. He is in favor of a little heaven! 
agitation. Now, Iam in favor of agitation, and 
if it is good to stir us a little on the top, it is good 
to go to the bottom. 

The honorable Senator from Pennsylvania says 
that our revolutionary fathers were not agitators. 
It is well that the bones of Washington do not 
rest under this Capitol. If they did they would 
not rest easy in their place when such a declara- 
tion as that was made. They not agitators, sir! 
Go to Boston, and tell them they were not agita- 
tors. Why, they agitated sea and land. They 
took cargoes out of ships and threw them into the 
ocean, and they made Boston harbor a great tea- 
pot with their agitation, and the British merchants’ 
cargoes furnished the material with which they 


act was , and stamps were sent over to the 
commissioners of the Crown. And what did those 
heavenly stirrers do in that day? Why, they made 
such an agitation that no man was safe in his 
house if he had any Government stamps, and he 


quietly in his bed. Was not that agitation? It is 





on truth and right, except in agitation. 


-of discord, the spirit o 


agitated. They not agitators! The British stamp | 


was obliged to burn them before he could sleep 
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idle to deny it. It isidle to denounce it. There 
has been no reform that has not been produced by 
agitation. We rejoice in it. Never was there any 
reform of a great abuse proposed that the movers 
in the reform were not denounced as the Senator 
from Maryland now denounces agitators, 

The honorable Senator seems to think that the 
agitators want to produce bloodshed, and every- 
thing that is dire and terrible. It is not so. Such 
are not the ends at which we aim. Such age not 
the legitimate consequences of the measures which 
we propose. No, sir; let the Senator read history, 
and he will find it different. -Let him look at the 
existing state of things to-day, and he will find it 
different. Let him look the world over, and he 
will find it different. No, sir; no truth, no right, 
nothing that has a legitimate foundation upon 
truth and right, fears agitation. It is said that the 
showers may fall upon a rock, but that they will 
make no impression upon it, and so it is with 
every stitution that is founded upon a rock. It 
need not fear the storms and the rains of heaven, 
though they should descend in torrents upon it. 
Nothing that is founded upon truth and justice can 
be shaken. No friend of truth, no friend of jus- 
tice has anything to fear form agitation. tt is 
only he that rests npon a false and sandy foun- 
dation that fears any storms or any torrents that 
the feeble breath of man can excite. He has rea- 
son to be alarmed. He is alarmed, and well he 
may be, but truth and right stand on stronger, 





| firmer foundations; and when agitation is over, 


and the storm has ceased, and the tempest has 
calmed, nothing, nothing that is worthy of endu- 
ring will be found to have been injured by any 
agitation which is so much feared. 

Sir, I will do justice, rather slow justice, I cqp- 
fess, to my friend from Maine, [Mr. Brapsvury,|} 
who is so anxious to have this subject laid on the 
table, and I renew his motion to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. PEARCE. Will the Senator withdraw it 
for a moment? 

Mr. BRADBURY. 
Senator will renew it. 

Mr. PEARCE, 1 do not propose to follow the 
Senator from New Hampshire through the various 
excursions he has made over the realms of biblical 
literature and historic lore; not at all, for Ido not 
speak for the amusement of the Senate, nor for 
that of the spectators in the galleries. Nor shall 
I deny to the Senator the superior acquaintance 
which he claims with scriptural history. But I 
insist upon it that in this instance I am right, and 
that my account of the first agitator is correct. 
The devil was the first agitator, and the first agi- 
tation was an attempt to seduce the creatures of 
God into disobedience of his law. He had pro- 
mulgated a law, and the devil sought to ines 
them to disobey it. He bade them eat of the fruit 
of the tree of knowledge, and said, ‘* ye shall be 
as gods.’’ He was, therefore, the first agitator. 
But the agitation of which the Senator speaks is 
not an agitation which anybody here has talked of 
fearing. I said I abhorrad agitatiog that is, such 
agitation as he seems to delightin. But neither I 
nor any one else has talked of fearing it. The 
Senator seems to think there can be no purity in 
peace, no truth, no right, nor anything founded 
He has 
forgotten some of that biblical literature of which 


I will withdraw it if the 


| he professes to know so much. Does he forget 


that when the waves rolled high and the ship was 


| threatened with destruction the Divine command 


was, ** Peace, be still ?’’ an 
I think the Senator is oblivious. His reminis- 
cences are not apt at the present time. No, sir. 


| It is nota good spirit, in which right and truth are 


predominant, which delights in agitation; the spirit 
revenge and hate; that 
irit which animated Zanga, when he said I like 
this rocking of the battlements— 


‘« Rage on ye winds, burst ye clouds and terrents, 
Roar—for ah! ye bear a just resemblance 
To my fortune, and suit the gloomy habits of my soul.’” 


That is the spirit of agitation which the Senator 


| seems to think is necessary to purity and trath and 


right. Ido not complain of his undertaking to 
defend the first agitator, for | admit the propriety 
of backing one’s friends. Having no such con- 
nections myself, no such duty is devolved upon me 
I will not, however, pursue this ir lar debate 
further. I do not know that it is table. Ac- 


;, cording to my promise | must move to lay the 
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| Office for the 
mending that the motion to print lie on the table | 


motion to reconsider on the table. But with the 
assent of the Senator from Maine I will withdraw 
it. 

Mr. BRADBURY. My only purpose was to 
stop agitation on the subject and proceed to our 
legitimate business. 
the motion for the accommodation of Senators. 

Mr. BUTLER. In some particulars 1 differ 
from my honorable friend from Maryland as to 
the attributes of the first agitator, so well described 
by him. He did not approach Paradise as a vo- 
eiferoug rhetorician, speaking loud enough to be 
heard by a ferryman on the other side of the river. 
No, sir, the evil spirit assumed the form of a ser- 


pent, and whispered to Eve that there was a || 


** higher law.”’ (Laughter. ] 


Mr. FOOTE. I propose to continue this play- 
ful discussion by a single remark, although my 
friend from Maryland does not need my aid, for 
he is certainly learned in Scripture. It is abso- 
lutely true, as he stated, that the devil did come 
into Paradise for the purpose of agitation. To be 
sure, he made a wily and insidious discourse to 
the mother of mankind, in order to accomplish her 
destruction, and the destruction of her posterity; 
but yet it was as an agitator that he came. He was 
the first agitator, and he agitated to his own de- 
struction and the disturbance of the peace of Heav- 
en, upon the basis of a ** higher law ”’ discovered 
by him as a rebel to the almighty Ruler of the Uni- 
verse before the establishment of the Garden of 
Eden. Was he not an agitator in Heaven when 
he rebelled against the Aimighty? Milton has 
described the scene in language which I will quote 
for the purpose of sustaining my friend from 
Maryland in his position: 
e« Say, first, what cause 

Mov’d our grand parents, in that happy state, 
Favor’d of Heaven so highly, to fall off 

Vrom their Creator, and transgress his will 

for one restraint, lords of the world besides? 
Who first sedue’d them to that foul revolt? 

The infernal Serpent; he it was, whose guile, 
Stirr’d up with envy and revenge, deceiv’d 

The mother of mankind; what time his pride 
Had cast him out from Heaven, with all his host 
Of rebel Angels ; by whose aid, aspiring 

Teo set himself in glory above his peers, 
He trusted to have equall’d the Most High, 

If he oppos’d ; and with ambitious aim 

Against the throne and monarchy of God, 
Rais’d impious war in Heaven, and battle proud, 
With vain attempt. Him the Almighty Power 
Hurl’d, headlong, flaming from the ethereal sky, 
With hideous ruin and combustion, down 

‘l'o bottomiess perdition ; there to dwell 

In adamantine chains and penal fire, 

Who durst defy the Omnipotent to arms.” 

And ! will say, who ever dares defy this Repub- 
lic to arms will, in my opinion, experience a fate 
equally woeful. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I now renew the motion 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. TURNEY. What would become of the 
petition if that motion should prevail? 

The PRESIDENT. 
of the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
on the motion. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being | : 
: Y : : ° || orders, for the purpose of taking up the bill to 


| reduce the rates of postage. 


taken, were as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Bradbury, Chase, Clarke, 
Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Ewing, Felch, Hale, Hamlin, Miller, Norris, Seward, Smith, 
Upham, and Walker—17. 

NAYS—Mesars. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Berrien, Bor- 
land, Cass, Clay, Clemens, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, 
Dickinson, Dodge of lowa, Douglas, Downs, Foote, Gwin, 
Hunter, Jones, King, Mason, Morton, Pearce, Phelps, Pratt, 
Rhett, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Spruance, Sturgeon, Tur- 
ney, Underwood, and Whitcomb—33. 


So the motion was rejected. 


to, 


The question then recurred on the motion to | 


refer the memorial to the Judiciary Committee. 
Mr. BADGER. I move to lay the whole sub- 
ject on the table, 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CHASE, from the Committee on Private | 
Land Claims, to which was referred the petition | 
of the heirs of Joseph Reynes, submitted a report | 


year 1850, made a report recom- 


| until the second or agricultural part of the Patent 


However, I will withdraw ‘ 


Office report was presented. . 
The motion to print was ordered to lie on the | 
table accordingly. 


RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 
Mr. CLAY submitted the following resolution; | 
which lies over one day under the rule: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to lay before the Senate, if not incompatible with 
the public interest, any information he may possess in re- } 


| gard to an alleged recent case of a forcible resistance to the 
| execution of the laws of the United States in the eity of || 
Boston, and to communicate to the Senate under the above || 


condition what means he has adopted to meet the occur- 
rence, and whether, in his opinion, any additional legisla- 


more rigorously execute existing laws. 
. . | 

Mr. SEWARD submitted the following resolu- | 
tion; which lies over one day under the rule: 
Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- | 


quested, if not incompatible with the public interest, to | 
communicate to the Senate any information he may have 


tection within the Territory of New Mexico, and ot his 
conveyance to be reduced into peon servitude in the Re- 
public of New Mexico. 


Mr. BALDWIN submitted the following reso- | 


| lution; which lies over one day under the rule: 


| child of the late Lieutenant Colonel Ebenezer Gray, of the 


in writing, which was ordered to be printed, ad- 


verse to the prayer of the petitioner. 
Mr. BOR 
ing, to which was referred the motion of Mr. 


Teaney to print the first or mechanical 


Rssolved, ‘That the Coinmittee on Pensions be instructed | 
to inquire into the justice and expediency of so amending 
the act for the relief of Charlotte Lynch, sole surviving | 


| Connecticut line of the revolutionary army, as to provide | 
| for the payment of an equal share of the amount granted by | 


It will remain in the hands || 


| it be printed. 


| in the construction of a railroad from Martinsville, 


brother, Samuel Gray, as being equally with the said Char- | 
lotte Lynch representatives of the said Lieutenant Colonel 
Ebenezer Gray, and entitled to succeed to his rights. 


BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 


said act to Charlotte Lynch to the children of her deceased 
| 


GLOBE. 


wre? 
a 


_ bring under the consideration of the Senate jg 
|| bill which has been passed by the House, anq 
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which comes from the House of Representatives 
Important amendments are to be proposed to jt. 


| and it will be necessary that it should go back 4, 


the House at an early day if there be am 

made by the Senate. re iments 
Mr. BERRIEN. The suggestions made by the 

Senator from Texas remind me of what I ought tp 

have stated before. The bill which he proposes to 


a 


which will be sure to command the attention of the 


| House if it be necessary to return it there with 


amendments, while the bill which constitutes th» 
unfinished business did not originate there,’ anq 
cannot command the attention of the House, yy. 


| less it be promptly sent to them, and we are nearly 





Mr. FOOTE asked and obtained the unasimous i| 


consent of the Senate to bring in a joint resolution | 
for the relief of Lewis Kossuth and his associates, | 
exiles from Hungary; which was read and passed | 
to a second reading. 
The resolution provides that the President shall | 
have power to send a national vessel to the Medi- | 
terranean to bring Kossuth and his companions to | 
this country. 
| 


On motion by Mr. FOOTE, it was ordered that 


Mr. WHITCOMB, in pursuance of notice, 
asked and obtained leave to mtroduce a bill to aid 


by Morgantown, to Franklin, in the State of In- | 
diana; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 


| 
} 
| Lands. | 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, gave notice of 
his intention to ask leave to introduce a biil for 
the relief of Caroline L. Eustis. 

Mr. CLEMENS gave notice of his intention to 


I call for the yeas and nays || ance of a land patent to Britain Franks. 
ii a 


PRIORITY OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. RUSK. I move to postpone the prior 


Mr. BERRIEN. I beg to say to the Senate 
that the bill which has occupied their attention for 


time. We have a portion of the day still left us, 
after having gone through with the morning busi- 





The motion to reconsider the vote was agreed | 


to a termination. If it be abandoned now, it is 
abandoned for the session, and the Senate will of 
course have wasted the two days which they have 
employed on that bill. 





D, from the Committee on Print- | 


rt of | 
the report of the Commissioner of the Patent | 


f consideration it can be finished to-day. 
bility of 
such a motion as I have made. I am satisfied from 


the course of the debate on that bill that it is to 
consume more of the time of the Senate, and I 


ask leave to introduce a bill to authorize the issu- | 


the last few days is now so far advanced, that we | 
can probably bring it to a close in a very short | 


; ensue. 


through with it. ‘ 

Mr. DOWNS. [think the Senator from Geor. 
gia is very much mistaken in supposing that the 
bill which he wishes to have taken up is likely to 
be terminated in a short time. There are many 
serious difficulties in the way; many amendments 


| received concerning the forcible abduction of any citizen of || are to be offered, and after these amendments have 


| the United States, or of any person living under their pro- || been gone through with, the indications are clear, 


and they grow stronger as the discussion proceeds, 
that the bill, so far from remedying the evils and 
lessening the costs of judicial proceedings, will in- 
crease them; hence I think a long discussion wi! 
It is one of those bills which, from its 
very nature, cannot be disposed of without severa| 
days’ discussion. We have been on it two or 
three days now, and | have been trying to offer 
several amendments which I wish to offer. © Other 
gentlemen, too, have amendments to offer. Ther: 
are but two weeks of the session left, and there is 
but —7 little probability that the House will take 
up the bill and pass it if we send it to them. | 
therefore really think it is a useless waste of time. 
I hope that, as we all concur in the importance of 
the bill which the Senator from Texas wishes to 
call up, his motion will prevail. 

Mr. BERRIEN. I would say in reply to the 
Senator frem Louisiana, that he has had every 


| opportunity to offer amendments to that bill. | 
| suppose I should depart from a parliamentary 


| merits of that bill on this motion; I therefore wil! 
| not do it; but I will say that if we are to be deterred 


from proceeding in this discussion by the menace 
of amendments, it will be in the power of any 


| Senator to stay the discussion of any bill by inti- 


| 


ye 


| 
| usage by entering into the consideration of th: 
| 
| 
| 
| 


mating such a course. 
Mr. RUSK. [ask for the yeas and nays on 
motion. 


“he yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. BUTLER. I feel bound to make one ex- 
planation to the Senate before this matter is finally 


| disposed of. The bill which the Senator froin 


| Georgia has in charge, and to which he has at- 


| 
| 
} 


|| different authors. 


| tended with so much care, has been attributed to 
I took the liberty of saying the 


| other day that I believed it had the sanction of the 


| 
| 


} 
| 
| 
| 
| 


From various sources | || 
have received communications which assure me |} 
of the importance of having this bill acted on, and | 
I do not doubt that if the Senate proceed to its | 


Mr. RUSK. If I thought there was any possi- | 
sing the bill to which the honorable | 
Senator alludes, | should not interpose to make || 


|| Mr. SEWARD. 


| judges. I was correct in saying that Judge Story 
| had at one time drawn up part of this bill, and | 
| believe as far as his waiiecas concerned it had the 
| sanction of another judgey But | have been in- 
| formed, and it is due to the judges to say, that it 
_ does not meet the approbation of the judges, or « 
majority of them. t coal not acquit myself of 
my duty to my country and these gentlemen with- 
out saying this. The authorship of the bill I pre- 
sume is mainly attributable to the Treasury De- 
partment and my friend from Georgia. 
I wish to say, in order to 


ness, which has extended beyond the ordinary |, guard against misapprehension, that I shal] vote 
hour, and I do hope that the Senator from Texas || against the motion of the Senator from Texas, not 
| will allow the bill to which I refer to be brought because I am not in favor of considering the post- 


| age bill, but because I think it unwise, after we 
' have proceeded so far on the bill of the Senator 
from Georgia, to lay it aside. 

Mr. BERRIEN. The statement of the Senator 
from South Carolina'renders it necessary that | 
should say a word. I am under the impression 
that the objection spoken of by the Senator from 
South Carolina, of the judges of the Supreme 
Court, hasarisen from their having a copy of this 
bill which is not the one under consideration. | 
am under that impression, from a knowledge 0! 
| the fact in relation to one of the judges, who com- 
|| municated in writing his objections to the bill, and 
|| those objections were removed by reference to the 





doubt whether, if it be passed, that it can be taken || bill which has been under consideration by the 


up in the House of Representatives. I propose to '| Senate. His objections were therefore withdraw? 
take up a bill of importance to the country, one in consequence of the correction of that error. I 
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1851. 
do not believe that any one of the judges who has 
examined the bill that has been discussed by the 
Senate has stated any objections to it. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
referred to; perhaps that is not parliamentary, nor 
would it be entirely right; but one of the judges 





waited upon me yesterday, and said he thought | 


in some respects the arr of the bill were ob- 
‘ectionable, and that he had the authority of the 


Chief Justice for saying the same thing of him. I 


told him that some bill of the kind was under con- 
sideration, but which bill I was unable to say. 
His reply was very much like that made by the 
honorable Senator from North Carolina the other 
day, that a bill to equalize the fees of clerks, mar- 
shals, and attorneys would be an unjust bill, so 
far as it regarded different parts of the United 
States 

Mr. DOWNS. It is very evident, from the 
conversation now taking place, that the difficulties 
in regard to this bill are increasing. When the 
fee bill was first taken up it seemed to be univer- 
sally acquiesced in, and it was said the judges of 
the Supreme Court agreed to it. We find now, 
as the discussion has progressed, that that is not 
the fact; and we find that, as the discussion goes 
on, and as members look into it, more become 
opposed to it. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
yosed to it. 

Mr. DOWNS. Iadmit that this is a bill of 
importance, and it ought not to be disposed of 
hastily. Ido not know what the Senator from 
Georgia meant by the remarks which he made in 
relation to amendments. But Iam sure he must 
have very different views from those which I en- 
tertain in relation to the duties of Senators here, 
if he supposes that, however urgent he may be to 
get through the subject, other Senators are not to 
propose amendments when they think the inter- 
ests of the country require it. More &specially is 
this the case in regard to this bill, which is wide- 
spread in its effects, which is to operate on every 
State in the Union, and which adopts new princi- 
ples and new features with regard to the subject 
of cost. Many of the provisions, I think, make 


I did not say that I was op- 


the law worse than it was before; therefore, it is | 


not to be supposed that it will go through without 
any impediment such as the offering of amend- 
ments. Gentlemen must not suppose that be- 
cause they think there is a pressing necessity in 
this bill, that their views are to govern the actions 
of all the Senators. I have not had*an opportu- 


nity to offer several amendments which I propose | 


to offer. They are amendments of importance, 
and perhaps may lead to discussion. I do not in- 
tend that a bill of this importance shall be hurried 
through in such a manner that the Senate and the 
country cannot look through it and judge of it as 


it is. Having this idea, and possessing some | 


knowledge of the subject, 1 shall not allow it to 
be passed in hot haste, and Lam sure it will not be. 
’Mr. BERRIEN. I am bound to answer the 
r of the Senator from Louisiana. My ob- 
servation in relation to amendments was simply 


this: that if the declaration by any Senator of the | 


intention to move amendments to the bill would 
prevent the Senate from entering upon its discus- 
sion, it would be in the power of any Senator to 
stay that discussion at any moment he pleased. 
I beg to say also, that I hope the Senate is not 
about to adopt as a rule of its action the opinions 
which may be entertained beyond these walls by 
any individuals, however elevated their station, in 
regard to measures pending here. We have been 
engaged in the discussion of the bill to which I 
referred for two days. That time will be ost to 
the country if we lay the bill aside. I am not 
urging it beyond the duty imposed on me by my 
position. That the Senator from Louisiana, a 
member of the Judiciary Committee, by whom 
this bill has been reported, should not have had 
an opportunity of informing himself as to its pro- 
visions, I regret. I trust the question will be pre- 
sented to the Senate, and I shall have discharged 
my duty when the Senate shall have acted upon 
the motion which has been made. 


Mr. DOWNS. I wish to state in Tomy to the re- | 
n e Senator | 
from Georgia, that although I am a member of | 


marks which have just been made by t 


the Judiciary Committee, I never until the discus- 
sion arose examined the details of that bill. I 
think I may venture to say that no other member 
of the committee examined the bill in detail ex- 


I will not name the gentleman | 


| cept the Senator from Georgia. Like many other 

measures of the kind which require the ex- 
| amination of details, it was placed in the hands of 

one member of the committee, who took upon 
+} himself the labor of collecting the materials and 
preparing the bill. It was so in this case. 
tainly did not examine the details of the bil, and 
that is no extraordinary occurrence | think. If I 
had so informed myself, 1 certainly should not 
| have taken a different view of the bill from what I 
| have taken. Certainly it cannot be supposed that 

a Senator being a member of a committee which 


ments or making objections to the bill when it 
comes up. 

The question was taken on the motion to post- 
pone the prior orders for the purpose indicated, by 
yeas and nays, with the following result: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Baldwin, Cass, 
Clarke, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, 
Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, 
| Downs, Felch, Gwin, Houston, Hunter, Jones, Norris, 
Pratt, Rusk, Soulé, Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham, and 
Walker—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Berrien, Borland, Chase, Clay, 
Clemens, Cooper, Dawson, Ewing, King, Mason, Miller, 
Morton, Phelps, Seward, Smith, Spruance, Turney, Whit- 
comb, and Yulee—20. 


So the motion was agreed to. 


REDUCTION OF POSTAGE. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
| proceeded to the consideration of the bill to re- 
duce and modify the rates of postage and to au- 
thorize the coinage of a three cent piece. 

After some discussion on the amendment offered, 
of which a report will be found in the Appendix, 
without disposing of the bill, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, February 18, 1851. 

The House metat eleven o’clock,a.m. The Jour- 
nal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, wished to give 
notice to the House that, after the expiration of 
| the morning hour, during which reports from com- 
mittees would be received, he would move the 
House to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 
| Mr. BURT called the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. McLane] to order; and called for the 
recular order of business, 

The SPEAKER stated that the regular order of 
business was the call of the committees for reports. 

Mr. WILLIAMS asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to permit him to introduce a 
resolution to discharge the Committee of the 








(the title of which was not heard.) 
Mr. BURT objected. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

The SPEAKER said that reports from the 
Committee en Military Affairs were in order; 
when, « 

On motion by Mr. BURT, the Committee on 
Military Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of so much of the report of the 
Board of Officers upon the subject of the relative 
rank of the officers of the Army and Navy—com- 
municated to the House by the President in com- 
pliance with a resolution of the House—as related 
| to the rank of naval officers, and that the same be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BURT asked that the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the report of the Board of Army 
Officers relative to brevet rank and staff commis- 
sions, and the President’s message on the same 
subject; and that they do lie on the table. 

Mr. B. said: Mr. Speaker, the Committee on 
Military Affairs have found this to be a subject of 
| so much delicacy—so nicely affecting the Army 
and public service—and having been communica- 


session, that they cannot hope to secure any prop- 
osition which they could recommend with any de- 
gree of confidence to this House. For myself, I 
am free to declare that I utterly dissent from the 
principle upon which the recommendation for the 
Army are placed. I ask that the Committee on 
Military Affairs be discharged from the future con- 
sideration of this matter, and that the report be 





I cer- | 


reports a bill is precluded from offering amend- 


Whole from the consideration of a private bill, 


ted to Congress at so late a period in the present | 
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The question was put, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. BURT, the Committee on 
Military Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of the following subjects, and they 
were ordered to lie on the table: 

The resolution of the General Assembly of 
Arkansas, in favor of the establishment of a Mil- 
itary Academy at some healthful point in the South, 
on the basis and principles of the Military Acad- 
emy at West Point; 

The memorial of A. R. Spafford and other citi- 
zens of Cincinnati, Ohio, in favor of a Congress 
of Nations, for the peaceful settlement of inter- 


national disputes; . 


The petition of Robert Brannan, praying for 
compensation for the use by the Government of 
his patent paint; ° 

The petition of E. Woodbridge, for an appre- 
priation to try experiments on certain improve- 
ments in gunnery; and 

The petition of certain inhabitants of Westmore- 
land county, Pennsylvania, praying a provision of 
law for the organization of companies of volunteer 
militia, to be armed as mounted riflemen, and to 
be settled on the most exposed sections of the 
Western frontiers, to protect the settlers from In- 
dian aggressions. 

Mr. B., from the same committee, reported the 
following bills, which were severally read a first 
and second time by their titles, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and, with the reports accompanying, ordered to be 
printed: 

A bill authorizing one of the regiments of in- 


| fantry to be converted intp an additional regiment 


| diate consideration of the House. 


|| of mounted riflemen, and for other purposes; and 


A bill to diminish the compensation of offi@rs 
of the Army incapable of active service, and to re- 
duce the number of majors in the regiment of in- 
fantry, artillery, dragoons, and mounted riflemen, 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of George Talcott, brevet Bri- 
gadier General in the United States Army and 
Colonel of Ordnance; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, referred to a Committee 
of the Whole House, and made the order of the 
day for to-morrow, and, with the report accompa- 
nying, ordered to be printed. 


WIDOW OF LIEUT. COL. WILLIAM GREY. 


Mr. BURT from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of the widow of the late Lieu- 
tenant Colonel William Grey, of Arkansas; which 
was read a first and second time by its title. 

Mr. B. said: I now move that the bill be put 
upon its passage; and as | shall not ask that any 
other bill which I shall report from that commit- 
tee be put upon its passage, and as the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. Jonnson] takes a very 
great interest in this bill, whose term of service 
expires with the present session of Congress, I 
am the more earnest that it should receive imme- 
I shall be 
greatly obliged if the House allow me five min- 
utes to explain the general merits of the bill, after 
which I hope it will be disposed of at once. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is for the relief of the 
widow of the late Lieutenant Col. William Grey, 
of the State of Arkansas, whose husband rose 
from the rank of a private soldier to that of lieu- 
tenant colonel of a full battalion of infantry and 
dragoons, who volunteered from the State of 
Arkansas in the Mexican war. He enlisted as a 
private soldier, but was elected to the command 
of a battalion of infantry, consisting of three com- 
panies, and two companies of dragoons. He com- 
manded that battalion with great credit to himself 
and benefit to his country; but inasmuch as he 
and a majority of the troops under his command 
were infantry, the Department paid him only the 
compensation of a lieutenant colonel of infantry. 
I suppose that by some construction of the rules 
of that Department Le was entitled to no higher 
pay. They recommended that he should receive 
relief frota Congress. His widow, I am informed, 
is entirely destitute, and that is my only excuse 
for asking this House now to take up and pasé 
this bill. I believe that were the merits of the bill 
well understood, not a single member on this floor 
would object to its immediate passage. 

Mr. WILLIAMS moved that the bill be re- 


|| laid upon the table, subject to be taken up at a fu- |) ferred to the Committee of the Whole House. 


\| ture session. 


Mr. BURT. I would remark that the billasks 
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on! 
ont colaadl of infantry and dragoons. 
the bill be read. 

It was read. 

The SPEAKER said the bill could only be con- 
sidered by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GIDDINGS objected. 

Mr, BURT said the bill maks no appropriation, 
and on this account he thought it did not require 
the unanimous cohsent of the House to entertain 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER said that the bill provided an 
appropriation of money out of the Treasury to 
mayethe additional compensation provided in the 
vill. 

Mr. GIDDINGS withdrew his objection. 

Mr. FOWLER asked if the bill required an ap- 
propriation ? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. FOWLER Sokol what was the amount 
asked to be appropriated ? 

Mr. BURT said it merely asked to raise his pay 
to that of lieutenant colonel of cavalry instead 
of the pay of that grade in the infant 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 


ous service. 
During the Mexican war he commanded a bat- 
talion of troops. 


Department determined ti at, as a majority of his 
troops were infantry, he should receive pay as an 
officer of infantry only. Now, his services were 
rendered more as an officer of cavalry than that of 
infantry. 
the power to pay him more than for the service of 


an officer of infantry, but they recommended his | 


case to Congress for relief. 
Now, sir, the widow of this gallant officer is re- 
duced to destitute circumstances. 


accounts unadjusted. It is for these reasons that 
this bill has been presented. Itseems to me to be 
a very meritorious case. The bill allows only the 
difference of $18 per month greater than the De- 
partment was permitted to allow. I hope the bill 
will receive the favorable consideration of the 
House. 


Mr. FOWLER. Ido not know that the case 


is not a meritorious one; but when I am called || 
upon to put my hand into the Treasury I want to | 


know how much is to be appropriated. Now, as 
do not know the amount which is demanded, I 
think I have the right to ask, if I can get that in- 
formation. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Well, sir, six 
months, I understand, is the time for which the 
service continued. Now, the bill asks for an in- 
crease on his py of $18 per month, The gen- 
Ueman can make the calculation for himself. 

Mr. FOWLER. That is something definite; 
know what that means. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed; and 
having been engrossed, it was read a third time 
and passed. 

Mr. BURT moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and to lay that motion 
on the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. BURT, the Committee on 
Military Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of the following subjects, and the 


memorials and petitions, and they were severally | 


ordered to lie on the table, viz: 

The petition of the citizens of Tioga county, 
New York, against war, and in favor of the settle- 
ment of international disputes by arbitration; 

The petition of officers of the 4th artillery, ask- 
ing an alteration of the law in relation to promo- 
tions in the line and staff of the Army; 

The memorial of Hamilton P. Bee and seventy- 
five other citizens of Florida, asking for a company 
of mounted men to protect them against the In- 
dians; 

The memorial of James Johnson, Assistant 
Commissary of Subsistence, praying compensa- 
tion for services in the 2d Pennsylvania volunteers 
in the war in Mexico in 1847; 

The memorial of sundry officers of the staff de- 
partment and staff corps, remonstrating against 
the passage of a law requiring officers of the gen- 
eral staff serving with troops, to execute, accord- 
ing to their respective duties, all orders emanating 


. : ° x S 
from the senior officer of the line which may re- 


ry. 
This gentle- | 
man has held the rank of lieutenant colonel in | 
the Army, and has performed a highly meritori- | 


Those troops consisted of two |) 
companies of cavalry and three of infantry. The | , 
|| the United States Arm 


The Departnitnt thought they had not | 


Her husband || 
died soon after the close of the war, and left his 
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the difference between the pay of a lieuten- | late to the discipline, police, and good order of his 
I ask that || command, and for which he alone is responsible; 
The petition of A. R. Potts, praying for pay as || 
assistant commissary of subsistance, with the || 
|| and equipage, or other property, only such payment as the 


rank of captain; 


The memorial of Lieutenant V. S. Grant, of | 
the United States Army, praying for the discharge | 
from obligations to the Government for money | 


which was stolen from him néar Jalapa, Mexico, 
in 1848; 

The petition of citizens of Benton county, East 
Florida, for compensation for military services 
rendered in the Summer and Fall of 1849; 


The memorial of Dr. Thomas M. Morton, ask- 


ing to be recognized as surgeon of Colonel Doni- 
phan’s command, instead of assistant surgeon; 
The petition of Charles G. Layton, for com- 


ne per for the value of the schooner Albert Gal- | 


atin, captured by the enemy in the late war with 


Great Britain, while used as a transport vessel by | 


the American troops, in November, 1814. 
The memorial of William Hutchison, of Ken- 


| tucky asking for compensation for services ren- 
| dered in the war of 1812 as as 


The memorial of Benjamin Tiers: late master 
armorer at Harper’s Ferry, in Virginia, praying 
compensation for an improved mounted percus- 
sion flint lock, which has heen adopted by the 
Ordnance Bureau; and 

The petition of Mr. George Landrum, of Sabine 
Parish, asking compensation for beef furnished to 
at Fort Jesup. 

On motion by Mr. BURT, the committee was 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
following bills, and they were ordered to lie on the 
table, viz: 


The bill respecting the national armories at || 


Springfield and Harper’s Ferry; and 


The bill to regulate the brevet rank and retired | 


disabled officers. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, reported a bill to 
authorize the enlistment of mechanics, teamsters, 
and laborers, in the Quartermaster’s Department; 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 


and referred to the Committee of the Whole on the | 
| state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. C. also, from the same committee, reported 
the following bills, which were severally read a 
first and second time by their title, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and made the 
order of the day for to-morrow, and, with the re- 
ports accompanying, ordered to be pu’ 

A bill for the relief of the heirs o 
Willis; and 

A bill for the relief of George P. Smith. 


PAYMENT FOR HORSES. 


Mr. CALDWELL from the same committee, | 
to which had been referred the bill of the House to | 
amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for the | 
roperty lost or de- | 
stroyed in the military service of the United 


payment of horses and- other 


States,’’ approved 3d March, 1849, r@ported the 


same back with amendments. 
Mr. CALDWELL asked that the bill be put 
on its passage. 


Mr. PHELPS asked that the bill be read, with | 


the amendments, and said that he would endeavor 


to give it a brief explanation, in order to show | 


that it ought to be ed. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
| of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
| "That the above recited act be, and the same is hereby so | 


amended as to embrace the claims of any field, or staff, or 
other officer, mounted militiaman, volunteer, ranger, or 


cavalry, who has sustained, or shall sustain damage by the | 


abandonment or destruction of a horse or horses, and equi- 
page, or either, by the order of the Commanding General or 


other commanding or superior officer, quartermaster, or | 
| wagon master, or by the loss of a horse or horses, and | 


equipage, or either, in consequence of his being unable to 

ure a sufficient supply of forage, when incumbent upon 
him by the terms of his appointment or enlistment, to fur- 
nish his own forage, or he shall have received commutation 
in money therefor, or in consequence of having sold, 
abandoned, or otherwise disposed of his horse or horses, 
and equipage, or either, because ordered by his officer to 
embark and leave the same, and the United States failed to 
supply transportation therefor, or by the loss of a horse or 

8, and equipage, or either, in consequence of said 
horse or horses, and equipage, or either, having eseaped, 
strayed, or been stolen or injured, or by any other unavoid- 
able accident whatever, or by having, hy order of the Com- 
manding General, or other commanding or superior officer, 
turned over his horse or horses, and equipage, or either, to 
any quartermaster, or other authorized agent of the United 
States, whether a receipt therefor is produced or not, or by 
having ridden his horse or horses on express, or any other 


Anthony T. | 


| 
f 
| d a case which, under the law, was referred to 
| 


|| severe and fatiguing duty, by order of his Commanding Gen- 
|| eral, or other commanding or superior officer : Provided 
|| That, in the adjudication andsettiement of the claims unde; 
| this act, and the act to which itis amendatory, there shaif 
hereafter be deducted from the value of such horse or horses, 


claimant shall have received for the use and risk of, or for 
|| forage for, such horse or horses after the Joss thereof, ang 

before he was again remounted; and in eases where the 
claimant was not again remounted. there shall be deducted 
|| only such payments as he shall have received for the yse 

and risk of, or for forage for such horse or horses zx‘ter the 
joss thereof, and up to the date of his discharge, but not for 
the use and risk thereof, or for forage therefor, while tray- 
| eling home. 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That all the provisions 
of this act, and of the act to which it is amendatory, shal 
| be construed to, and shall embrace the claims of officers of 
the regular army as well as the claims of volunteers, ang 
claims for the loss of any horse, mule, ox, wagon, cart, 
boat, sleigh, and harness, or either, while such property 
was in the military service of the United States, either by 
impressment or contract, and for the loss of a horse or 
| horses, and equipage, or either, furnished volunteers, 

whether minors or of full age, by any guardian or other per- 
| son, and for the loss of military arms and accoutrements, 
| or necessary clothing furnished by the claimant himself, or 

received by him from the United States by the terms of his 
enlistment. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That in the adjudica- 
tion and settlement of any and all claims under this act, or 
the act to which it is amendatory, where it is impracticable 
to obtain the evidence of the witness or witnesses required 

| by the rules prescribed by the Secretary of War under the 
act to which this act is amendatory, by reason of such wit 
ness or witnesses not being present at the place of residence 
of the claimant, the evidence of any other officer, or of any 
two privates of the company to which the claimant belonged, 
shall be considered, and be sufficient to establish the claim 
and authorize its allowance, and thatthe omission, erasure, 
or obliteration of any loss or losses, or any remark or re- 
marks, made on the muster rolls, shall not be considered, 
or be contradictory of, or prevent the allowance of any loss 

| or losses when the same shall have been testified to under 
oath. 

Sec. 4. nd be it further enacted, That in auditing and 
| settling the claims provided for in this act, and the act to 
which it is amendatory, an appeal may be taken and prose- 
cuted from the decision of the Auditor, whether heretofore 
| or hereafter made, rejecting the claim, to the Second Comp- 

troller of the Treasury, whose decision shall be conclusive. 





The amendments proposed by the committee 
| were then read, as follow: 


Amend Ist section : 

Ist. In line 16 strike out the word ‘ sold ;”’ also, in same 
line, strike out “ or otherwise disposed of.’ 

2d. In line 29 strike out the word “ fatiguing,” and insert 
in lieu thereof, “ extraordinary.” 

Amend 34 section: 

lst. In line 8 strike out the word “ evidence,” « 
the word * affidavit”’ in lieu thereof. 

2d. After the word ‘ other,” in 9th line, insert -“credible 
and respectable ;?? and also insert same words after the 
word “ two,” ig same line. 

3d. Strike out all in the 14th line, after the word “ not.” 

4th. Add at the end of the section the words, “in the 
manner hereinbefore prescribed.”’ 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the provisions 
of the second section of the act entitled ** An act to provide 
for the payment of horses and other property lost or de- 
stroyed in the military service of the United States,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1849, be construed to extend to officers 
| and soldiers who have been in the military service of the 
|| United States, whether mounted militiaman, volunteer, 
ranger, or cavalry. 
| Mr. P. said: Mr. Speaker, I have obtained the 
| floor at this time more for the purpose of answer- 
ing any objections which may be urged against 
the passage of the bill, than to.enter at length into 
a discussion of the bill, or into an explanation of 
its provisions. — : 

he bill was introduced by me early in the last 
| session of Congress, but the committee who had 
charge of it never were able to report during the 
last session; and in the present session they have 
not been able to offer their report untilnow. __ 

It will be recollected by every member of this 
House, that not long since a discussion took place 
upon this floor in relation to providing for an ad- 
ditional force of clerks for the Pension Office and 
the Third Auditor’s Office. Now the claims which 
are provided for in this bill are those which have 
not been adjudicated in the Third Auditor’s Of- 
| fice. At the time to which I have alluded, com- 
| plaints were made at the manner in which the 
|| Auditor had executed the law, and the great delay 


sert 





'| which had arisen in the adjudication of the claims 


| upon which he was called upon, to act. Perhaps 
| this delay was not so much attributable to the 
| Auditor as it was to the law. I recollect that in 
the discussion which took place at the time, the 

entleman from Virginia, [Mr. Averert,| who 


the Third Auditor, upon examinfhg the books 10 
| relation to the case, found that these accounting 
officers of the Treasury were so bound down by the 
precedents made by previous officers, that really 
there was but little discretion left to them in adju- 
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dicating upon cases which were presented to that || 
ofice under the existing laws. This bill was 
framed under the existing circumstances to meet |} 
that class of cases which, from the position of the 
Third Auditor, would not be met in his office. It 
was not the design—I! know it was not the inten- 
tion—of those who passed the existing law, to 
make a law as restricted as it is now administered. 

[ know that among the troops which were em- 
jloyed in the Mexican war, and nearly all the 
men from the State which I have the honor in part 
to represent, were mounted men, and that from 
the time they left the frontier of Missouri until the 
time when they returned to it, seldom, if ever, any 
forage was furnished these troops by the Quarter- 
master-General’s department. While they were 
in the States of Chihuahua and New Mexico, 
they were compelled to purchase grain from their 
own private means for their animals. If their || 
horses had been furnished with the grain neces- 
sary, it would have more than exhausted the 
monthly wages and emoluments of the privates; | 
and it is to be recollected the troops are not paid || 
in advance, so that often these brave troops were 
unable to procure forage. The Quartermaster- 
General, in his report to Congress, tells us that 
there is not a single animal belor ging to the Goy- 
ernment which costs less than $19 82 per month 
at Santa Fé, to provide it with forage. In that 
report he makes estimates of the cost of foraging 
the animals belonging to the Government of the 
United States, at several posts which | will men- 
tion: : 

Average cost of forage for one horse one month. 


At the forts in Missouri, lowa, and Minnesota...... #4 90 | 
Fort Kearny...... $RS6 0 Wows sees Festa devevedevedseue 27 72 
Fort Laramie........+++. bic!s CA Sid6C oD eedioe Poruné ones 34 24 
[mn TORR ds oc cb,cccedsvoee aviericasane sce Aowongs 640.46 wh 10 30 
Ta NOW Pee G cnn wen cemsecesnncs-quecendecses te «19 8&2 |} 


Many of the horses belonging to the volunteers | 
were lost, in consequence of the Government fail- | 
ing to furnish them with forage. They were | 
thémselves - obliged to furnish their animals with | 
forage from their own private means, for their 
monthly pay was entirely insufficient. Every 
dollar of 1t would be required to furnish forage 
for their animals. 

I have made these few remarks for the purpose 
of endeavoring to show that this bill ought to pass. 
I will not trespass upon the time of the House by 
continuing these remarks further, but will content 
myself with answering such objections as gentle- 
men may urge against the passage of the bill. I 
have carefully examined the bill, and I believe it 
is right, and | believe it ought to pass, and will | 
not object to the amendments recommended by | 
the committee, with the exception of the first 
amendment. 

I hope the bill will not be sent back to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, | 
where it will not be reached again the present ses- | 
sion. If you wish to relieve the Third Auditor 
from the pressure of claims which have been lying | 
in his office for the last two years, and do justice 
to the mounted troops engaged in the Mexican 
war, which has already been too long withheld 
from them, I appeal to gentlemen to assist in pass- 
ng ie bill, 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved the pre- 


vious question. 
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| all the amendments of the committee would be 
Included in one vote. 


| favor of that amendment, but am in favor of all the 
_ others. 


| which the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


| Breck, Briggs, 


| land, W. R. W. Cobb, Corwin, Daniel, Danner, Deberry, 


|| G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, Hil- 


Mr. GIDDINGS expressed the hope that it || 


would be voted down. 
Mr. HARALSON asked the gentleman from | 
Tennessee to withdraw that motion, so as to allow 
him to make a few remarks upon the bill. 
Mr. STANTON said that fi 
the previous question was to cut off discussion. | 
He refused to withdraw the motion. 
Mr. NELSON inquired whether it would be in | 
order to move to commit the bill? 
The SPEAKER said it would not, pending the | 
demand for the previous question. | 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, inquired 
om there was a motion pending to refer the 
aki f 
The SPEAKER said there was not. 
The question was then taken on seconding the 


demand for the previous question, and there was 
a second. 


Mr. VAN DYKE moved to lay the bill upon 


the table; and wpon that motion he demanded the 
yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were not ordered. 


The ion was then taken on the motion to 
lay on the tabl 






ote . _ | on the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 
s object in moving || 








The question now recurred upon ordering the | 
main question, which main question being first on || 
agreeing to the amendments reported by the Com- 


, mittee on Military Affairs, it was ordered to be | 


put. 
Mr. HARALSON asked the unanimous con- 


sent of the House to make a few remarks upon 
the hill. | 
Objection was made. ’ i 
Mr. HARALSON. I desired to say but a | 
word—— 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia 
is out of order. ' 
The SPEAKER said, if there was no objection, 


Mr. HARALSON. I desire a separate vote 
upon the first amendment of the bill. I am not in 


The question was then taken on the first amend- 


| ment, and it was agreed to. 


The other amendments of the committee were 
then agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
read a third time. * } 

Mr. HALL moved to reconsider the vote by 


read a third time, and moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table; which latter motion was 
agreed to. 

The bill was then read a third time; and the 
question now being, Shall the bill pass ?— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved the pre- 
vious question; which received a second, and the 
main question was ordered. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, demanded 
the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill; and 
they were ordered. t] 

The question was taken upon the passage of the 


| bill, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 128, nays 
| 54—as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Andrews, 
Ashe, Ashmun, Beale, Bocock, Bokee, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Albert G. Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, 

Burt, Butler, E. C. Cabell, Joseph Cable, George A. Cald- 
well, Joseph P. Caldwell, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Cleve- 


Dimmick, Doty, Duncan, Dunham, Edmundson, Eliot, 
Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Fuller, Gentry, Gilmore, Gor- 
man, Grinnell, Hall, Hampton, Haralson, Harlan, Isham 


liard, Hoagland, Holladay, Howard, Inge, Joseph W. Jack- 
son, Andrew Johnson, James L. Johnson, Robert W. || 
Johnson, Jones, Kerr, John A. King, La Sére, Leffler, || 
Levin, Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, Matteson, McCler- | 
nand, McDonald, McDowell, McGaughey, McKissock, 
McLanahan, Robert M. McLane, McMullen, McQueen, 
McWibllie, Meade, John K. Miller, Moore, Morris, Morri- 
son, Morton, Outlaw, Parker, Peasilee, Penn, Phelps, Pit- 
man, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Rose, Ross, 
Savage, Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft. Seddon, 
Sprague, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 
A. H. Stephens, Strong, Sweetser, Taylor, Thomas, 
Toombs, Venable, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Watkins, 
Wellborn, Wentworth, White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wii- 
liams,and Young—128. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Averett, Bayly, Ben- 
nett, Bingham, Booth, Brisbin, Burrows, Calvin, Campbell, 
Clarke, Cole, Conger, Crowell, Dickey, Alexander Evans, 
Nathan Evans, Fowler, Freediey, Giddings, Goodenow, 
Gott, Gould, Hay, Henry, Howe, Hunter, William T. Jack- 
son, Julian, Horace Mann, Meacham, Nelson, Orr, Otis, 
Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, 
Sackett, Schenck, Silvester, Spaulding, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Stetson, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, Thurman, | 
Tuck, Van Dyke, and Wilmot—h4. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. PHELPS moved to reconsider the vote by || 


| 
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grossed according to order, was read the third 


|| tume, and passed. 


Mr. CHANDLER moved to reconsider the 
vote by which it was passed, and to lay that 
motion on the table; which latter motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr. EWING, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, made adverse reports on the following 
cases; which were ordered to lie on the table, and 


| be printed: 


n the petition of John Pate and others, of Tlli- 


}nois, for allowance for money due for back 


rations, &c.; 
On the petition of Captain W. T. Sherman, of 
the United States Army, for an increase of pay 


| while acting as assistant adjutant-general in the 


tenth military department, on the Pacific division; 
and 

On the memorial of the officers and soldiers of 
the Georgia battalion in the late Mexican war, 
praying for remuneration for the loss of horses in 
the said war. 

Mr. E., from the same committee, reported a 
bill to pay to Captain Augustus Buchel the bal- 


|| ance due him for his services as interpreter in the 


Mexiean war; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and made the order of the day 
for to-morrow. 

Mr. E., from the same committee, reported 


| back, without amendment, Senate bill No. 13, 


entitled an act for the relief of Cincinnatus Trous- 
dale and John G. Connelly, of Arkansas; which 
was referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 


| and made the order of the day for to-morrow. 
| CLASSIFICATION OF CLERKS IN THE MILI- 


TARY BUREAUS. 
Mr. EWING, from the Committee on Military 


| Affairs, reported back, with sundry amendments, 


and with a recommendation that it do pass, Senate 
bill No. 267, entitled ** An act to provide for the 
classification of the clerks in the military bureaus, 
and to equalize their salaries.’’ 

The amendments of the committee were read. 
They were: 

1. To strike out from the first section the word 


| **two,”’ and insert the word ** three,’’ so that the 


bill shall provide for ‘* three’’ clerks of the second 
class in the aeeeee een office. 
2. To provide for the office of the Colonel of 


| Ropegreghien! Engineers, one clerk of the first 


substituting one clerk of the third class 
for two of that class in the same office. 

Mr. EWING asked that the bill be put upon 
its passage. He said: This bill was eee to 


| the Senate by their Military Committee, and 


passed. It has been laboriously examined by our 
committee, and is now reported to the House with 
a recommendation that it be put on its passage. It 
proposes no addition to the number of the Clerks, 
and is intended for classifying and regulating the 
duties and salaries of the officérs of the various 
bureaus. It increases the aggregate of the salaries 
over $9,000, afier reducing some and increasing 
others. These offices have been created by vari- 
ous laws from 1815 up to this period. The law 
making the office, usually fixing the duties and 
amount of compensation, there is necessarily a 
great want of uniformity now in the bureaus; and 
in the progress of our Government, there has 
been an immense increase in the labors to be per- 
formed. The expenses of living have greatly 


which the bill was passed, and to lay that motion || advanced in Washington, and many faithful and 


Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on | 


| Miltary Affairs, to which was referred the bill of 


the Senate for the relief of the legal representatives 

of the late General Walker K. Armistead, of the 
| Army of the United States, reported the same back 
without amendment. 


| passage. 
PeThe SPEAKER said if there was no objection, 
the bill would be put on its passage. 

Mr. JONES inquired of t the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Cuanpier] if the bill was for | 
| the refunding of money paid out by General 
| Armistead, or for the payment of commissions on 
_ his disbursements? 
|. Mr. CHANDLER said it was to indemnify 
for money paid out to other persons, and not for | 
, commissions. 

The bill was then read through, and ordered to | 


e, and decided in the negative. ! be engrossed for a third reading; and being en- 


| competent persons in the Department can scarcely 


sustain their families with the most rigid econo- 
;my. Large amounts of public funds now pass 
| through the War Department, and true economy 
requires that it should be faithfully managed. 
“t am as much in favor of economy as any other 


| person, but, sir, not that false parsimony which 


Mr. C. asked that the bill be now put upon its | 


would squeeze out of the labors of officials a few 
dollars, and leave the public money no sufficient 
rd from the pressing wants of its keepers. 
he best security for faithfulness and integrity in 
the performance of duty is a sufficient reward for 
the service sought. It is true that you ean get 
men to perform these labors for the present or 
much smaller compensation—lean and hungry ex- 
pectants, who are hanging around the ren py 
| gazing with delight on the public hoards,and ready 
/at any moment and on any reward to cast them- 
| selves into the stream. But, sir, these are not the 
| individuals whom we ought to countenance either 
for their competency or honesty. 
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The expenses of living in Washington, for a | 


single individual, cannot easily be reduced below 
$15 per week, when you include all their outlay. 
This would be at the rate of $780 per annum, 
What, then, is to become of a man with a 
family on $800 per annum or even on $1,000 or 
$12,000 ? Shall we restrict the offices to unmar- 
vied men?—afford a premium to celibacy? My 
faith is to encourage reasonably the maintenance 
and education of children. 


clude them. 


The officers of all the Departments ought to be 


classified and their duties apportioned. ‘They are 


now wholly irregular, and much injustice exists | 


in the system. We have undertaken the subject 
in the War Department, and you have the results 
of our labors. IL hope it will pass. 


Mr. CARTTER said: This is one of a series 


gress, to raise the salaries of the clerks in the dif- 
ferent Departments. 
hended some uniform regulation for the entire Ex- 


ecutive Departments, there might be some merit in | 


the proposition. Ifthe argument be true as to the 


necessity of the classification proposed, it must be 


equally true in regard to other bureaus; and the 


provisions of the bill ought to be extended to all | 
the clerks in the employment of the Government, | 


But it is not true. A man can sustain himself as 
Government to the clerks in the Departments as 
he can in almost any other business. 

The bill which the committee have introduced 


here proposes, in a single Department, under the | 


disguise of equalizing the salaries of those clerks, 


to take from the Treasury $10,000 annually. The | 
same description of measure was presented to us |, 


here during the last session for raising the salaries of 


clerks, in the aggregate, to the amount of $70,000. | 
Now, I object to this measure at this time; I can | 


see no necessity for it; but if there is to be a re- 
formation in one of the Departments—if you pro- 


pose to raise the salaries of the clerks mn one of | 
the Departments, you ought to gofurther, and com- | 
prehend all the clerks in all the Departments of | 


the Government, and have a uniform price for all 
those who perform an equal amount of labor. If 


you increase the salary of one you should do the | 
same with them all. If ee: increase the salaries | 


in one Department you should do the same in all, 


and go into a general system of equalization, or || 


what is called leveling up. 
Now, sir, | move to recommit this bill; and if 
it is necessary to go into an equalization of the 


salaries of the clerks at all, let the committee so |! 
provide that all the clerks in all the Departments | 


shall share equally, and not single out those old 
rusty clerks in the War Department. Why, I 
have heard it said that the clerks in that Department 
were too old to go on crutches. I hope this bill 


wil] notpass. I move that it be referred to the Com- 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JONES. 
the salaries under existing laws are too low, and 
that the services of competent men cannot be had 
for the present prices. 
have not competent clerks in all the bureaus at the 
present time? I would ask him if there is a soli- 


tary clerk in the War Department or in any of the | 
bureaus who now contemplates resigning in con- | 


sequence of the amount of his salar 

Mr. EWING. 
ters from these clerks stating that they find it im- 
yossible to get on with their 


N hether they will resign or not I cannot say, for 


a resignation from office involves frequently a great | 
many things, and one most important-considera- | 


tion is the diffieulty of getting into other business. 


Are you doing right to withhold reasonable salaries | 


because these clerks do not resign their offices? 
Mr. JONES. 


gun. 
hundred men who would think they were compe- 


the salaries now paid. 

Mr. EWING, I- admit that you could get 
clerks at fifty-six dolfars a year. And you might 
get those who would do it for less. But the ques- 
tion is, whether you would find competent men to 


TH 
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A family is a pledge | 
for sobriety, faithfulness, and honesty, and no }) 
Government ought to restrict salaries so as to ex- 


Now, if the matter compre- | 


My colleague says he believes | 


I would ask him if they | 


question presented here for this 


yi || quate and reasonable compensation. 
I would reply that I have let- |) 


resent salaries. | 


If every one of these clerks was | 
to resign his office before the sun should go down, | 
my word for it, there would be ten applicants for | 
every*vacancy before the setting of to-morrow’s | 
You can call up in this city from one to five | 
| we all know, are of the most im 
tent to discharge the duties of these clerkships for | 


| perform these duties at low salaries. You might | swer to the recommendations of the Co 
| on Military Affairs to be told that other 
duties of a judge of the Supreme Court for one | 
d fifty dollars a year, but the question | 


ind men who would undertake to perform the 


hundred an 


is whether you could get competent men for such 
a salary as that. 


Mr. JONES. This is apeculiartime. I believe 


|| that the officers of every Department of this Gov- || 
ernment—the clerks in the post offices throughout | 


the country, of all the offices, almost without excep- 
tion, arenow applying for increase ofcompensation. 


And 


es of the Government. 


services as clerks for the present salaries, and he 


|| proposes to give many of these clerks $1,600. 
of measures presented, and to be presented to Con- 


here is a judge of the district court of the United 


States, living in the same town with my colleague, 
who holds courts in three different places, and || 


travels a distance of two hundred miles to attend 
to his duties upon the gench, whose salary is only 


$1,500 per annum. 


Mr. EWING. 
$1,700 in the War Department, and we reduce 
their salaries down to $1,600 so as to classify 
them. 


I will state to my 


colleague, that the judge te whom he refers lives | 
in Nashville, and we can get as good board there | 
at the hotels for three dollars a week as you can | 


get here for five dollars a week. 

Mr. JONES. 
second-rate hotel, I think. 
when I was a member of the Legislature, that I 
paid at the rate of $9 75 a week, and could not get 


| good board for less. 


Mr. EWING. My colleague was perhaps ex- 
travagant. [Laughter.] : 

Mr. JONES. I had what I believed to be good 
living. At a hotel they charge enormously for 
board. Inthe same way it is here. The clerks in 
the Departments, or those who live here, do not 
pay for board the same prices that members of 
Congress do. We are charged about double the 
amount that anybody else would have to pay, 
whether it be for board or anything else. i 
will not detain the House with any further re- 
marks. I hope the bill will be referred. 

Mr. BURT. I profess, Mr. Speaker, to have 


| a regard for economy in all the expenditures of 


this Government. I profess to be as great an 
economist as my friend from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Jonrs,] or anybody else who has a sane mind and 
sound understanding. But while I oppose any 
system of extravagant appropriations by Congress, 
I trust I shall never see the day when my con- 
stituents, or anybody else, shall endeavor to teach 
me that humiliating lesson. I would scorn their 
instructions. I hope never to see the day when I 
would withhold from an honest, able, and ex- 


perienced officer in the Government, a moderate | 


compensation for his services. 

Now, sir, | kyow that there are very few in this 
House, or elsewhere, who will be ‘willing to with- 
hold from them reasonable compensation. The 
ouse to deter- 
mine is, whether these officers 
bureaus of the War Department do receive ade- 
My friend 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Ewrnea,] and my colleague 
on the Committee on Military Affairs, a told the 
House that the compensation of many of these 
clerks was fixed as far back as 1815. He has 
told you that their compensation is from $100 to 
$200 below the compensation of the other clerks 
in the various departments of this Government 
who reside in Washington city. 

Well, now, I submit to my friend from Tennes- 
see, if it is not just that the clerks in the military 


| bureau in this city should receive for the perform- 
ance of similar duties, the same compensation that 


is received by the clerks in the other bureaus? I 
am sure he will not object to it. Their services, 
rtant character, 
and we all know that from these bureaus in Wash- 


| ington proceeds at this time by far the largest ex- 
and | 


penditure in this Government. Honesty 
fidelity are therefore indispensable qualities in these 
clerks. 


GLOBE. 


| [Mr. seme) who submitted an argument of th 
| kind to this 


| pledged, in performing his public duty, to reduce 





There are clerks now receiving | 
|| at all. 


We have reduced the salary in some cases | 
|| as well as raised it in others. 
well in this city at the lowest salary paid by the | 


He must have reference to some | 
I remember distinctly, | 


ut I || 


| much more than t 
vious question. 





in the various | 





| Danner, Dimmick, 


| Powell, Reynolds, Robbins, Ro 
| ett, Sa 


| Toombs, Walden, Waldo, Wallace 
| Whittlesey 
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Mmittee 


; 3 persons 
would perform these services without so much 


compensation. I ask my friend from Tennessee 
’ 


at 


House, why he has not felt himself 


the compensation of the clerks in the other bureaus 
in this city? Why he has neglected to do this>_ 


| that is the rere I ask why the compensation 


j of the clerks recently appointed, or the salaries 
Sir, the clerks in the post office of the town where || 


| my colleague resides are sending up petitions to 
| Congress for an increase of compensation. 

so it is in all sections of the country and all branch- | 
Now, my colleague says | 
| that the expenses of living here are so high that || 
| competent men cannot be engaged to render the | 


that have been recently fixed by law, within a few 


| years past, have been placed in the economical 


class $200 above that of the clerks in the Wa; 
Department? The answer is obvious, these sala- 
ries are inadequate. 

Sir, I make this proposition in behalf of that 


| class of most meritorious public officers. Whey 
| this Congress shall reduce the salaries and com- 
| pensation of the other clerks in the other bureaus 
of this Government, these officers in the bureaus 


of the War Department will either resign or submit 
to areduction of salary. But, sir, will anybody 


| attempt to give a reason why the clerks recently 


appointed under recent laws should receive salaries 
of $200 more than the same class in the War 
Department? I have heard of no reason assigned 
I have had some little experience of living 
in Washington city. I have tried it, sir, in the 
hotels, in the boarding-houses, and I have tried it 
in my own house. I have tried all ways, and my 


| experience teaches me, that laying aside luxuries, 


with which I may indulge myself at home, and 
discarding wines, living simply and frugally, it 
costs me at least $10 a week taglive in this city, 
So help me God, I would not to go to a boardine- 
house that would undertake to board me for less 


' than $10 a week. I should be afraid that a board- 
| ing-house that would take me for less would break, 


or that I should be half starved. [Laughter.] i 


| have paid in this city $7 a week for the board and 


lodging of my servant. Am I to be told, then, that 
one can live as cheaply in Washington as in other 


| places in many of the States? It is a notorious 


fact that living is extravagantl 


' high—that the 
markets are enormously high. 


know, from my 


| personal knowledge of some of these clerks, who 
| are as worthy and capable men as you can find 


anywhere, with respectable families, having abso- 
lutely to spend whatever little private fortune they 
ossessed, to remain in their offices in this city. 
{r. Speaker, let us, in the true spirit of retrench. 


' ment and economy, strike at the basis—let us not 
| seek to withhold the very small compensation which 
1s absolutely necessary to sustain in decent re- 


spectability these officers of our Government and 
their families. 
Mr. ASHMUN. In the true spirit of retrench- 
ment and opeeeny to stop a debate which costs 
1e clerk hire, I move the pre- 
[Laughter.] , 
The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded, and the main question was ordered. 
The question now being on the reference of the 
bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state 


| of the Union, 


Mr. BURT called for tellers; which were or- 
dered; and Messrs. Stanton, of Tennesseé, and 
Levin were appointed; and, the question being 
put, the tellers reported—ayes 64, noes 71. 

Mr. HALL demanded the yeas and nays on 
the question; which were ordered, The question 
was then taken, and thesresult was—yeas 97, 
nays 84, as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Bay, 

eale, Bingham, Bocock, Booth, Bowlin, Boyd, William 

. Brown, Buel, Joseph Cable, Joseph P. Caldwell, Camp 
bell, Cartter, Clarke, Cleveland, Coleock, Conger, Daniel, 
Duncan, Dunham, Alexander Evans, 

Nathan Evans, Fitch, Fowler, Giddings, Gilbert, Gilmore, 
Gorman, Gott, Gould, Hall, Hamilton, tiammond, Haral- 
son, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Hibbard, Hoagland, Holle- 
day, Holmes, Houston, Howard, Howe, Hunter, Andrew 
Johnson, Jones, Julian, Leffler, Littlefield, Job Mann, 


McClernand, McDonald, McDowell, McGaughey, McLan- 
| ahan, McMullen, John K. Miller, N 


fillson, Morris, Mor- 


rison, Olds, Orr, Otis, ae Penn, Phelps, 


nson, Root, Ross, Sack 
; Schoolcraft, Spaulding, Thaddeus Stevens, 
trong, Sweetser, Thomas, James Thompson, 
Watkins, Wellbor, 
Wildrick, Wiimot, and Young—-97. 
Bennett, Bo- 
E. C. Cabell, 


Stetson, 


NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Ashmun, Bell 
Breck, Briggs, Brisbin, Burt, BdMer 


| kee 

G. A. Caldwell, Calvin, Casey, Chandler, Cringman, Cole 
|| Corwin, Deberry, Dickey, Doty, Duer, Eliot, Ewing, Free d- 
| ley, Fuller, Geni Goode 
. : a ; son W, Harris, Hay, Ha 
I submit to this House, if it be any proper an- |) Joseph W. Jackson, Ww. T. J 


now, Grinnell, Hampton, Samp- 
, Henry, Hilliard, Inge, 
ackson, James L. Johnson, 
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Robert W. Johnson, Kerr, George G. King, James G. King, 
John A. King, Horace Mann, Mason, Matteson, McKis- 
sock, Finis E. MeLean, McQueen, Meacham, Meade, 
Moore, Morse, Morton, Nelson, Outlaw, + tage ibe renn | 


pimman, Putnam, Reed, Richardson, Risley, Rockwell, 
Rose, Rumsey, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Sed- 
don, Shepperd, Silvester, Sprague, Stanly, F. P. Stanton, 
R. H. Stanton, Taylor, J. B. ‘Thompson, Thurman, Under- 
pill, Van Dyke, Vinton, White, aud Williams—86. 


So the bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HALL moved to reconsider the vote on the 
above, and to lay that motion on the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to. 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, reported a bill to provide 
for the svlapl inaneien of the corps of engineers, 
by an annual addition to the lowest grade. 

“Mr. E. said that this was a bill to diminish the 
expenses of the Government; but as the appropri- 
ation bills were yet to be disposed of, he would 
move the reference of the bill to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The bill was then read a first and second time 
by its title, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the 
report aceompanying, ordered to be printed. 


On motion by Mr. MATTESON, the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs was discharged from the 
further consideration of the following subjects, 
and they were ordered to lie on the table: 

The memorial of William J. Alston, praying for 
the erection of a fortification on Dauphin Island; 

The memorial of John Phelps, praying for cer- 
tain bounty land; 

The memoriaPof James S. Abeel, for additional 
compensation, &c.; 

The resolution of the House of the 16th De- 
cember last, on the subject of extending the pro- 
visions of the act to pay certain®I'ennessee volun- 
teers to other persons belonging to the regiment em- 
braced by said act; and 

The bill for the settlement and payment of the 
claims of the State of New Hampshire for the ser- 
vice of the militia, and for disbursements for miii- 
tary purposes, during the late war with Great 
Britain. 

Mr. MATTESON, from the same committee, 


made adverse reports in the following cases; which | 


were ordered to lie on the table, and be printed: 
The petition of Thomas J. Churchill, of Arkan- 
sas; and 
The petition of Captain J. L. Frémont, for res- 
toration of his rank in the Army. 


Mr. J. A. KING, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, reported back, without amendment, 
the bill for the relief of certain Tennessee volun- 
teers; which was committed to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

On motion by Mr. McLANE, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union on the river and harbor bill, 
(Mr. Meape in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the pending ques- 
tion was the substitute offered by the gentleman 
3 Maryland [Mr. McLane] to the original 

ill. 

The following clause in the substitute was read: 

“ For the improvement of the Mississippi river below the 


Rapids, the Ohio river below the Falls at Louisville, and 


the Missouri, Illinois, Tennessee, and Arkansas rivers, 
$249,000, > . 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved so to 
amend the above clause ag to read as follows: 

“For the improvement of the Mississippi river, the Ohio 
river below the Falls at Louisville, and the Missouri and 
Arkansas rivers, $240,000 ; and for the Illinois and 'Tennes- 
see rivers, $50,000 each.”? 

Mr. J. said: The friends of these two rivers 
(the Tennessee and Illinois) will perceive by 
this amendment, that I propose to give to these 
rivers by this arrangement justas large an appro- 
priation as they will or can get out of the appro- 
priation of $240,000, if they choose to place these 
‘wo rivers in the same section with that containing 
this appropriation for the Mississippi, Arkansas, 
and Ohio rivers. Now every gentleman in this 
House mustallow that an appropriation of $240,000 
for the Missis®ppi, Ohio, and Arkansas is alto- 
gether inadequate and insufficient. [ perceive that 
there is a general conviction in the committee, that 
this appropriation of $240,000 for these rivers is 
at best but small; and that to place two other 


| rivers with them, to diminish the amount of ap- 


some 


ES 
eee 


propriation that would be applicable to the improve- 
| ment of each, is very little short of sacrificing and 
treading upon the rights of the whole valley of the 
| Ohio and Mississippt. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Might I suggest to the 
gentleman from Arkansas to enlarge his motion? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I have reflected upon pro- 
posing a larger appropriation, but it appears to 
me that if my present motion carries, the gentle- 
man can afterwards move to enlarge the amount. 
| If I were to consult my own convictions as to 
what I corisider would be a proper amount, I 
should have proposed an appropriation of at least 
$80,000 to each. If, as I have already said, the 
committee should afterwards conclude that a larger 
amount would be preferable, it can be so voted. 

Now it must be remembered, that upon the 
bosom of the Mississippi alone, commerce to the 
amount of at least $200,000,000 is annually borne. 
| On the Ohio, very nearly $100,000,000. Certainly 

on these rivers together, the amount of commerce 
| must be over 300,000,000. I would ask centle- 
| men to remember the fact, that these are all rivers 
| of the first magnitude and cass. I know it is said 
that if we come to analyze the amount of com- 
merce that is actually borne on the bosom of the 
Arkansas river, that that river cannot make so 
great a show. But allowances ehould be made, in 
view of what will be the fact after a series of years. 
We know not the changes that forty or fifty years 
may effect in the amount of commerce on this 
particular river. 

The Arkansas is, I believe, in point of length 
the second river in the United States, if not on the 
whole continent of America. I know that the 
extent to which it is navigable has never been 
ascertained. It has been proved to be navigable 
seven hundred miles from its mouth, and under 
ordinary circumstances can be navigated, I have 
| every reason to suppose, a distance of one thou- 
| sand miles. No vessel, it is true, has ever pene- 
| trated so far, from the simple fact that there are 
no settlements at so great a distance from the 
mouth, that civilization has not yet penetrated so 
far. , 

This Arkansas river takes its rise in the Rocky 
Mountains, and, as I have said, it is a river of the 
very first magnitude, and I trust that the friends 
of a fair and general system of internal improve- 
ments will not overlook it. 
that I am a friend of internal improvements, and 
that L offer this amendment in good faith. 

Mr. FITCH opposed theamendment. He said: 
I am sorry to be found in opposition to any amend- 
ment which my friend from Arkansas may think 
proper; but I am opposed not only to his amend- 





the Illinois and the Tennessee rivers. I find nei- 
ther in the estimates of the last or of the present 
year any estimate for those streams. Of the Ten- 
nessee river I have no personal knowledge. It 
may be a very large and important river, and it 
may demand the fostering care of the Federal 
Government. The Illinois river I know to be no 
such thing. [ grant that it isa beautiful, navica- 
ble stream, but it is confined exclusively within 
the limits of one State, and there is no reason 
whatever why there should be a discrimination 
made in favor of it and against the Wabash. You 
may allege that the Wabash is confined within the 
limits of Indiana, but such is ea? the case, 
because it forms in part the bOundary between 





that State and Illinois. It is a river of certainly 
equal importance with the Illinois river, and if 
the one is excluded the other must be, so far as my 
vote is concerned. My opposition, then, is not 
solely to the amendment now proposed by the 
gentleman from Arkansas, but it is also to the ap- 
propriation proposed in the substitute offered by 
| the chairman of the Committee on Commerce for 
the Illinois and Tennessee rivers. If there is no 
other mode of avoiding that appropriation, U shall 
feel constrained to vote against the entire substi- 
tute, although the original bill has, since its intro- 
duction, been so amended as to be objectionable, 
and include appropriations for which I shall hesi- 
tate much to vote. . 

The question was then taken on Mr. Jonnson’s 
amendment, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. McCLERNAND offered the following 
amendment: 





in the Ohio river, 350,000." 


I merely wish to add | 


“ For the removal of the remains of the Cumberland Dam | 


| below this dam, along the Lilinois shore. 


| clear and safe for boats. 


| of the river, along the Kentucky shore. 
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Mr. McCLERNAND. The reasons which in- 
fluenced me to move to strike out the appropriation 
for the repair of the Cumberland dam, so called, are 
the reasons which should induce the committee to 
adopt my amendment asa whole. What are those 
reasons? The Ohio river is, as well known to those 
who are acquainted with it, sweeps on a straight 
course, or nearly so, for several miles above and 
The 
natural channel of the river is along that shore; 
and before the erection of the dam, the way was 
But Smithland was in- 
terested to divert the channel to the opposite side 
A few 
facts will disclose the reason. Smithland is situ- 
ated on the east bank of the Ohio, immediately at 
the mouth of the Cumberland river. Opposite 
and near stands an island—Cumberland Island— 
extending for some distance above and below the 
town. Between this island and the Kentucky 
shore, the Ohio gives out a narrow chute—not 
only narrow but very shallow, and especially 
between the head of the island and the Kentucky 
shore, above the mouth of the Cumberland. The 
dam was designed to obstruct the channel between 
the island and the Illinois shore, and to force the 


| volume of water between the island and the Ken- 


tucky shore. The effect was very seriously to 
endanger the navigation of the river at this point. 
This resulted from the fact that the water sweep- 


| ing down against the dam, was suddenly and 


abruptly turned across the head of the island to 
the Kentucky shore. The consequence was, that 
flat boats often run on the dam, or the head of the 
island, and were wrecked. ‘This gave great cause 
of complaint, and boatmen themselves took meas- 
urse—of course unauthorized by law—to break 
the dam by removing the material of which it was 


| composed. In addition to this, the current of the 


ment, but also to the substitute, which embraces || 


river sweeping down, especially in times of 
freshets, first measurably undermined the dam, 
and after sweeping over it, forced a way for the 
return of the channel to its old bed. This will 
probably result again if the dam should be re- 
stored. It is very doubtful whether a sufficient 
dam can be erected at this point, or any point on 
the Ohio. Besides, why should the channel 
be turned from the town on the Illinois side to 
the Kentucky side? Why sacrifice one private 
interest for the benefit of another of no more 
merit? My constituents have sent up numerous 
remonstrances against the renewal of the obstruc- 
tion caused by the Cumberland dam. I appeal 
to the candor and justice of the committee to sus- 
tain my amendment. 

Mr. EWING said that this subject had been 
fully and laboriously discussed last night-—— 

Mr. MORSE (interposing) said: I desire to 


| speak against the amendment offered by the gen- 


tleman from Illinois; and I submit that it cannot 
be in order for the gentleman to speak, except in 
opposition to the amendment. I want to make a 
speech about it, and I hope the gentleman will 
yield me the floor. _ 

Mr. EWING having yielded the floor, 

Mr. MORSE resumed. He said: If there was 
anything yet wanted to render this system of in- 
ternal improvements supremely ridiculous—to 
show up in brilliant and beautiful colors this mon- 
strous system of distributing the treasures of this 
vast Union, it is afforded us by this amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr, 
MeUisanane.) Sir, what is the object of that 
amendment? It is a petition, or rather a proposi- 
tion, that the Government shall undo what it has 
already done, and upon which it has expended 
hundreds and thousands of dollars. It is a fair 
sample of what may be expected to result from 
the adoption of a general system of internal im- 
provements. It shows that the real object of this 
system of general internal improvements 1s not to 
make improyements, but it is for the purpose of 
expending money at different places, and those 
that cet the money thus spent, hope to secure the 
interest and favor of the people of the particular 
localities that are benefited. After a time, some 
one, hoping to get the interest of the people in his 
behalf, comes here and asks to have more money 
expended in the name of internal improvements; 
and to have the ‘‘improvements”’ for which the 
appropriations were previously made. Govern- 
ment is actually asked to undo what it has before 
been asked to, and has actually expended thou- 


| sands, perhaps millions, of dollars in executing. 
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Again: if you vote $50,000 this year for any im- 
provement, next year you will-find the people of 
the locality where this money is expended, asking 
for $50,000 more, if not fora larger sum. I say 
that such a system is supremely absurd and ridic- 
vious. It reminds me something of the first 


Yankee pedlar of clocks of which we have any || 


He (the pedlar) provided || 


‘‘ authentic account.’’ 
himseif with a number of clocks, next to worth- 
less, and traveled through a section of country, 
aud disposed of all but one. He then retraced 
his steps and caliing at the place he left the last 


clock he had sold, was informed that it was use- | 


less. ‘The pediar then sold at a higher price the 
clock he had remaining, and took the rejected 


clock with him to the next man to whom he had | 


sold his time pieces. Here again he made a 
similar*bargain, effecting another profit. And so 
on he went through his whole list of purchases, 
and made a double profit on every one. 

I believe that there are not ten items in this ap- 
propriation bill that are really asked with a belief 
that improvements are actually wanted. This is 
not the objeet. ‘The only object isto spend money 
at différent localities. Look at this amendment. 
Years ago an appropriation was asked fér, and 
granted, to make this Cumberland dam; and now, 
in order to spend more money at this particular lo- 
cality, Government is asked to grant more money 
to undo its own work. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, (interposing.) The gen- 
tleman from Louisiana misunderstands and mis- 
represents me, 

Mr. MORSE. I cannot now be interrupted; I 
have but a very short time more. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. The gentleman seems 
to think, and so represents me, that my simple and 
only object is to obtain an appropriation in order 
to squender the public money. Sir, I should have 
abstained from all action on this subject, did I not 
think that it was the duty of this Government to 
remove an obstruction that is felt to be injurious to 
the navigation of the river. 

Mr. MORSE. 
gentleman with this motive personally, for I be- 


heve that he is one of the sound men; I believe | 


him to be a good Democrat. 


1 was saying that I hold this to be a spending | 


and squandering system, but I hold that it is also 
a system that involves a continually increasing ex- 
pense. Whatever you appropriate to now, you 
will have to give larger sums of money in future. 


As in the case of this Cumberland dam, you will | 


in many instances but spend money to make a 
pretext, and, indeed, it may be, to make a neces- 
sity to spend more. 


Mr. BAYLY moved to reduce the proposed ap- | 


propriation one half. 

‘The CHAIRMAN stated that the amendment 
was not ih order, as an amendment was pending 
to the substitute. 

Mr, MeCLERNAND demanded tellers on the 
question of the adoption of his amendment. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Bowttin and 
Marreson were appointed. The question being 
taken, resulted in the negative—ayes 24, noes not 
counted, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BAYLY moved (pro forma,) to strike out | 


the first item in the substitute. 

Mr. DUER raised the point of order, that the 
committee had gone through the substitute last 
night, and that, under the decision of the commit- 
tee, the gentleman could not go back to amend the 
first paragraph, 

Mr. BAYLY asked if the substitute was open 
to amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN replied that it was. The 
substitute was read through yesterday before any 
proposition was made to amend it, and amend- 
ments were afterwards received. 

Mr. DUER understood that amendments had 
been offered to parts of the bill after the first clause. 

TheCHAIRMAN.,. The gentleman from New 
York will remember that the substitute was of- 
fered to the original as an entire amendment, and 
of course it was open to amendment. Amend- 
ments have heretofore been proposed to different 
portions of the substitute indiscriminately. 

Mr. DUER understood that the committee had 


decided that it was notin order to go back to a 


part of the bill alread 
The CHAIRMAD 


sed. 
repeated that it was an 


I had no desire to charge the | 
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| amendment to the entire bill, and was open to 


amendment in an t of it. 
| Mr. WENTWORTH raised the point of order, 
| that the bill could be amended by adding sections 
|| to it, but that it was not in order to go back to any 
portion of the bill already passed. 

Mr. BAYLY. All I want is to make a speech. 
| 1 move to increase the appropriation for James 

river to $50,000. I will assign reasons for it. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, rose to a point 
| of order, He was determined, he said to do all in 
|| his power to confine the debate within the rules. 

He raised the point of order, thatas the substitute 
had been oa through by sections, and passed 
by sections, it was not in order to go back to 
amend any paragraph that had been passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ma- 
ryland is mistaken in regard to this bill. The bill 
was read through by paragraphs; and, after it had 
been read, the gentieman from Maryland moved 
a substitute for the entire bill, which was read for 
information, and then the question was on adopt- 
ing the substitute in place of the entire bill. The 


substitute is open to amendment in any part.of it, | 
and such amendmentagwere repeatedly offered yes- | 


terday. 

Mr. BAYLY. 
bill was a sectional bill in its appropriations. 
friend from Maryland [Mr. co a 
with me on that point, and asked mei 
any caleulation as to the amount appropriated 
south of Mason & Dixon’s line. I ha 
but I had not the statement by me then. 
now give it. 
of Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, 


My 


I will 


Georgia, Alabama, Louisiana, Texas, and Ken- || 


tucky, (all of them large States,) the sum of but 
12,500. 
Yew York alone the sum of $340,000. So that 
this bill contains a larger amount of appropriation 
for the single State of New York an for all 
these slaveholding States put together. That isa 
fact, and it was net necessary that I should have 
looked to the provisions of the bill to enable me to 
characterize it, with great confidence, as a sectional 
one. Sir, partiality is the vital principle of a bill 
of this sort. If you distribute to every section no 
more than is raised from it, it will not be desirable 
to any, for they will only get back their own mo- 
ney, less the cost of collection. To make it desir- 
able to any, you must make it unjust to some. 
Partiality is the vital principle of this system; and 
that being so, I say that it 1s not only unconstitu- 
tional, there being no express provision in the 
Constitution to pass such oon but is in conflict 
with the spirit of the whole instrument. Sir, im- 
partiality—uniformity is the great characteristic 
of the Constitution of the United States. It re- 
| quires that duties shall be uniform, that no prefer- 
ence shall be given to the ports of one State over 
the ports of another. It requires that taxation 
shall be in the ratio of population. Why, sir, 
what benefit is it to the people of this country that 
you provide in your Constitution that no more 
taxes are to be taken from one portion than from 
another, if the spirit of that instrument will, after 
the money is collected, allow you entirely to dis- 
regard impartiality in your appropriations? It is 
just as violative of the principles of the Constitu- 
tion that a preference should be given to one section 
over another in any of our financial arrangements. 

Mr. HILLIARD said: Like my friend from 
Virginia, I am @pposed to this bill, but my oppo- 
sition rests upon a wholly different ground. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, raised the point 
of order, thatthe gentleman was not oppesing this 
particular amendment. 

Mr. HILLIARD. I am opposed to this par- 
ticular amendment, and I am opposed to every ap- 
propriation of this kind, and ane going on to 
say why I am opposed toit. I will not look into 
the bill to see whether it gives more to onesection 
than it does to another, for I do not think that 
that is a true principle of objection to this bill. If 
the ecommerce of the country demands thata larger 
appropriation shall be made for the northern States 
than it does for the southern States, I, as a Repre- 
sentative in the American Congress, will vote to 
make that appropriation, even if it is for the im- 
mediate benefit of the northern States. Sir, the 
great question which must guide us in determining 
whether an appropriation shall be made at all is, 
is this a national object? I will not stop to con- 

| sider whether the object to be improved lies in 


I stated on yesterday that this | 


took issue || 
I had made | 


done it, |) 


There is appropriated to the States || 


There is appropriated to the State of | 


SS SES 
New York, or in South Carolina, or in Alabama 
1 would vote the appropriation, if I would vote i; 

at all, in the one case as readily as 1 would in the 

other. Sir, this sectional spirit ought to be arrest. 
ed. It is full of wanted it ting for the 
great interests of the country In a bill of this 

sort, if we legislate at all, we must legislate in , 

national and not in a sectional spirit. The very 

thing I object to, is the log-rolling which this }j{} 

begets. One section comes forward and claims 

an aperoneiaton because another section has one, 
instead of each appropriation resting upon the si))- 
gle fact whether or not the interests of the countr 

demand it. One gentleman from Tennessee comes 
forward and says, ‘1 shall vote against your bill 
because my river is not embraced in it.”” Sir, js 
that a proper argument to present to an American 

Congress’ If the gentleman can show me that 

thie interests of the nation demand that the appro- 

—_ shall be made, I will vote for it. i am 
eaf to the argument which says, ‘* I want this 

because another section has siren + received.” 
Sir, my objection to this bill is, that you are 
epantonns the public money on local objects 
which have no national concern whatever; which 
| do not add to the prosperity of the nation; which 
do not enlarge its commerce; which go beyond 
|| even our foreign commerce, and the commerce be- 
tween the States. It is for this reason that I shall 
| vote against the bill. 

I live upon the banks of the Alabama river, one 
of the noblest streams in America; but, sir, I do 
| not ask an appropriation for this river, because | 
believe that you have not the power to grant it; it 
does not concern the commerce of the country, and 
I therefore cannot ask, nor could*l accept any ap- 
|| propriation for it. Because this bitl goes beyond 
_ every principle of the republican construction of 
_ the Constitution, I shall oppose it. I do not op- 
| pose it because at may happen to contain more 
/ appropriations for the North than it does for the 
| South. If the bill contained appropriations solely 
| for the South, I should still oppose it. I enter my 
protest here, once for all, against this mode of 

tacking bills. It begets a spirit of mischief to the 
| institutions of the country. Weshould rather cul- 
| tivate that large and patriotic spirit which embraces 
| this whole country, as one country. 

| a the Chairman’s hammer fell. 

he question was then taken on 


| amendment, and it was rejected. 
| Mr. HAYMOND offered the following amend- 
| ment: 

“¢ For the improvement of the Monongahela river, $50,000, 
| to be invested in the stock of the Monongahela Navigation 
| Company.” 
| Mr. H. said: I have very little hopes that this 
amendment will be adopted, although I am satis- 

fied that itought tobe passed. It proposes as im- 
| portant an improvement as any contemplated by 
| the measure. Certain gentlemen on this side of 

the House have urged the committee to stand by 

the bill as it was originally proposed, and to vote 
down all amendments. The bill must be capable 
of improvement; there never was a bill proposed 
in this House that could not be improved, and | 
|| hope that this description of factious seaport of 
| the bill will notbe pursued. I call upon gentlemen, 
especially from the West and South, to vote for 
this amendment. This is a work essentially ne- 
tional in its character. It is as important as any 
improyements contemplated in New York, or Mis- 
sissippi, oron the northern lakes. I do not know 
how I shall vote upon this question. I have not, 
| however, any constitutional scruples. [ expect ! 
shall vote for the bill. » 

Mr. STANLY spoke in opposition to Mr. 
Bayxy, who had said that this was a sectional 
measure. He had but a few remarks to make in 
reply to that statement. He ‘regretted that the 
| chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
from whom they had a right to expect better 
things, should be a trumpeter of party to his friends 
here to excite their opposition to this measure. 
The gentleman selected certain southern States, 
and proclaimed that New York gets more than al! 
of those he mentioned. Whose fault was this: 
Certainly not the fault of the northern members. 
They had seen the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Bunt] move to strike gut an appropria- 
tion for an improvement in his State. The House 
voted down his motion. This was an evidence ot 
the feeling which animated some southern gentle- 
men in opposing, according to their sense of duty, 








r. Bayty’s 
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this bill. Southern gentlemen refused to take the 
appropriations. Take one example of the sec- 
nonal character of the bill: Last mght, when the 
il] was under consideration, the gentleman from 
New York—he meant that one to whom the 
chairman of the Ways and Means referred good 
humoredly as being only five feet four inches high, 
‘Mr. Crarke,] who, if the mind is the measure 
of the man, is very tall—moved an appropriation 
of $10,000 for Sackett’s Harbor, but his amend- 
ment failed, ‘This morning, the member from 
Arkansas [Mr. Jonnson] succeeded in obtaining 
an additional appropriation of $100,000 for several 
southern rivers, and this too im a House where 
the North has a large majority of members. Was 
this evidence of sectional feeling? He hoped that 
the gentleman from Virginia would give facts, and 
not merely charge that this bill was sectional. It 
was not, according to his knowledge of facts; it 
never had been a sectional bill, and he had seen 
no disposition on the part of northern members to 
make it such. From his knowledge of them, he 
never expected to see this the case. 

If there was not a large appropriation in this bill 
for the southern States, it was the fault of south- 
ern members. They had sometimes constitutional 
scruples. They refuse to call the attention of the 
committee to the wants of their constituents; they 
refuse to move appropriations for the benefit of 
their sections, and they warmly oppose this bill. 
He most earnestly hoped that this at would pass. 
The interest of his State would be greatly pro- 


moted by it. It was another bond of Union. And | 


after the passage of the glorious ee a meas- 
ures, give them this bill, and then a little improve- 


ment in the tariff, and it would be the cap-sheaf || 


adorning the whole. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Haymonn’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. BAYLY moved a pro forma amendment, 
and said: I desire to say that nothing could show 
more clearly the impolicy of such a measure as 
this, than the remarks which the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Sranty] has submitted. 
What has he not said here to this committee and 
to the country? He has said that the inequality 
in these appropriations which I have shown to 
exist, is because gentlemen having constitutional 
dificulties of voting appropriations 

Mr. DUER here rose to a point of order. 

Mr. BAYLY. I ask the gentleman to forbear, 
and let me finish what I have to say. : 

Mr. DUER. The bill has been already suffi- 
ciently debated, and general discussion is not in 
order on these amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia must confine himself to the amendment be- 
fore the committee. 

Mr. BAYLY. If the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Stanty] was in order, I am in or- 
der in replying to him. There is no parliament- 
ary rule better settled than that if one gentleman 
is permitted to speak out of order, another may 
reply tohim. Now, what has not the gentleman 
declared ? 

Mr. DUER. 
der. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia must confine his remarks to the amendment 
pending. 

_Mr. BAYLY. 
York will indulge me now, I promise that I will 
not trouble him with another speech. I want 





simply to say that the gentleman from North Car- | 


olina has avowed here that these appropriations 


are made, not in reference to what the interests of | 


the country may require, but in reference to the 
votes that members frm different sections may 
give, . 

Mr. STANLY. I said no such thing. 

_Mr. McLANE. The gentleman from North 
Cerolina did not say that. 

Mr. STANLY, "I said nothing like it. 

Mr. MORSE said: I desire to oppose the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia. I cannot 
vote for that amendment, and I regret that it is 
hot in order to amend it now. I hold in my hand 
an amendment, which,’at the proper time, I shall 
offer. I think that what I intend to propose 
should be added as a clause to nine tenths of the 
‘ppropriations provided for by this bill, or pro- 


re 


I must insist on my point of or- | 


If the gentleman from New | 
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never be called upon to remove or destroy these 
internal improvements, but may abandon them to 
the States whenever the same may be deemed use- 
less. 

This amendment should, I say, be added to 
every proposed appropriation; and especiall 
should y be incorporated in the amendment of _ 
friend from Virgmia. I wish also to say, that 
in asking for these appropriations for particular 
rivers it has generally happened that all the 


information that is furnished relative to their ne-_ 
cessity, is given by gentlemen living on their | 


banks, and who are immediately interested in 
their improvement. Parties are brought forward 
who are stated to be able engineers, and upon 


| whose estimates appropriations of $50,000, or 


| 
| 
| 
| 


$100,000 perhaps, are proposed. After all, what 
is effected by these appropriations? You have 
hardly appropriated for this Cumberland dam be- 
fore you are asked to remove it, a clear admission 
that the appropriation was wasted. 

Mr. DUER rose to a point of order. The gen- 
tleman’s remarks were clearly not relevant to the 
amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. Theggentleman from Loui- 
siana must confine his reeuelile to the amendment. 

Mr. MORSE. I will simply, then, further add, 
that we may expect to have applications for the de- 
struction or removal of the works for which ap- 
propriations are proposed in this bill, unless we 
are furnished with more information in relation to 
each, and are enabled to act understandingly upon 
them. The amendment I intend to propose, 
should, I think, as-I have already said, be added 
to nine tenths of the amendments proposed, and 
to the appropriations contained in the bill. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Bayty’s 


| amendment, and it was rejected. 


Mr. INGE offered the following amendment: 


‘* For the improvement of the navigation of the following 
rivers in Alabama and Mississippi, to wit: $10,000 for the 
Bigby, above its confluence with the Warrior; the same 
sum for the Tombigby below said confluence ; $10,000 for 
the improvemeut of the Mobile river; $10,000 for the im- 
provement of the Warrior river.”? 


Mr. I. said: It is only necessary to look through 
this bill, to perceive that it is sectional in its char- 
acter, and that a vast proportion of the appropria- 


| tions are in the northern and northwestern States 


of the Union. I have made no calculation myself, 
but I have no doubt that the result which the gen- 
tleman from Virginia stated to us a moment ago 
is correct. It presents, sir, but a fair exposition 
of the sectional injustice of these bills—the original 
bill and the substitute. The amendment which I 


| mitted. 


| Carolina. 


But the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. | 


Sraniy] takes issue with the statement of the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayty,] and de- 
elares that he sees no sectional injustice in this 
bill. Well, sir, I confess this does not surprise 
me. When did the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina ever perceive sectional injustice in the action 
of this Congress? If the South were to wait for 


that gentleman’s warning, she would sleep in eter- | 
until every || 
| assault was perpetrated, and until her spoliation | 
I am not surprised to find this | 
statement coming from the gentleman from North | 
should expect |, 


nal unconsciousness; it would slee 
was complete. 
It is not from him th 


admonitions of danger to the So . 
The gentleman from North Carolina says that 





he can see no sectional injustice in the bill, and 


that no items can be pointed out. I ask him to 


| justify to me the appre riation of $75,000 for 
f the 


the improvement o udson river above and 


below Albany. Can it be justified except upon 


j 





| It is a 


the ground that it is a northern State? And yet it 
was necessary to adopt it in order to pass this bill. 
rt of the infamous system of log-rolling 
always indispensablein the consummation of meas- 
ures of this kind. Let me ask him how he could 
justify an appropriation for the Illinois river? 

ow is that to be justified but upon the same 
principle. Now these streams are surely not en- 
titled to more consideration than the streams em- 
braced in the amendment which I have offered. 
Certainly the Hllinois river does not compare in 


| importance with the rivers embraced in my amend- | 
sed in amendments; and particularly should it | 
added to the amendment of the gentleman from || bile. It is not necessa 
irginia. Iwant to provide that Congress shall || committee that Mobile is the third exporting city || the mnprovement of that favorable position which 


ment. Look.at the exports from the city of Mo- 


| with being a® blackguard. 
| the House and to the country that he is one. 


| order. 


| South.’’ 
of southern members upon ceriain measures are 


| marks, on behalf of m 
| cannot be here to speak for himself. 


for me to state to the | 
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| in the United States. [Here the Chairman’s ham- 
, mer fell.) 


Mr. STANLY. 


I have a single word to say. 


| I donot believe tif gentleman from Alabama wants 
the appropriation which he asks; but he has oifered 
the amendment, under the rule, that he might make 
an unkind and unprovoked fling at me. 
know what I have done to meur the gentleman's 
displeasure. 


I de not 


Mr. INGE. 
ferences. 


Mr. STANLY. 


I merely stated facts and drew in- 


‘The gentleman said that the 


| spoliation of the South could take place before she 


would hear a warning from me. The gentleman 


shows that he has little sense and less charity when 


he charges me with being unfriendly to the South. 
I repeat, | am unconscious what unkindness I have 


done to provoke the gentleman. 


Mr. INGE, I did not hear the gentleman. Will 


he be good enough to repeat what he said? 


Mr. STANLY. 


1 say you have little sense and 


less charity in charging me with unfriendliness to 
the South. 


Mr. INGE, I say that that remark is ungentle- 
manly and unparliamentary, and comes from a 
blackeuard. 

Mr. STANLY. 


Mr. Chairman, he charges me 
He has just shown to 


The CHAIRMAN. 
order. 

Mr. STANLY. ®No; personalities are not in 
Ll am willing to let our conduct be judged 
of by the public; and let them estimate his char- 
acter and mine. As to my friendship for the South, 
let the record and my conduct speak, whether | 
have not more friendship for the South than those 
noisy traitors who impeach others, and seek the 
applause of the grog-shops at cross-roads at home 
by their own professions of devotion, and by ery- 
ing out eternally, ** there is danger—danger to the 
Even those who voted with a majority 


Personalities are not in 


uncharitably assailed. 
I regret have been called on to say anything. 
I was unconscious of giving any provocation. The 


gentleman cast the first stone, and he will make the 


most of what I have said. 1 shall hereafter treat 
remarks from that quarter with the contempt they 
deserve. 

The amendment of Mr. Ince was rejected. 

Mr. J. A. KING offered the following amend- 
ment: 

** Fora survey of the harbor of Ogdensburg, New York, 


| $2,000." 
| have offered will enable the committee to correct, || 
| in some measure, sectional injustice that is com- | 


Mr. K. said: I offer that amendment on behalf 
of acolleague, [Mr. P. Kine,| who, from accident, 
is unable to offer it himself. It is for the improve- 
ment of Ogdensburg harbor, on the St. Lawrence, 
at the lowest point of navigation. It requires an 
amount of dredging, and by proper improvements 
can be made susceptible of a large amount of ton- 
nage. The St. Lawrence, as gentlemen well know, 
is the great highway for the commerce of the 
Lake, and the amount of that commerce is very 
great. Over one hundred thousand barrels of flour 
come every year from the Western country to that 
port, for the purpose of transportation over the 
new road from Ogdensburg to Rouse’s Point, en 
Lake Cnamplain, conrecting with the northern 
railroads through Massachusetts and New Hamp- 
shire. If the harbor be dredged, as it requires, it 
will be rendered approachable at all times. It 
seems to me that the application is a perfectly rea- 
sonable one. I have offered it, with these few re- 
respected colleague, as he 


I wish to make one more remark in reply to 
what has been said on the other side, that New 
York had received the larger share of the appro- 
priations contained in this bill. It is true that she 
will receive appropriations, if the bil] should pass, 


‘amounting to between $200,000 and $300,000. 


But then it must be remembered that improve- 
ments in New York are beneficial not simply to 
the commerce of that State, but to the commerceof 
all the States and the world generally. Besides, a 
vast amount of the revenues are collected at the 
port of New York, and that some appropriations 
of money should be expended there to facilitate 
that commerce which tends to enlarge the rev- 
enue, is certainly neither improper nor surprising. 
New York has not been wanting to herself in 
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she now holds by the enterprise and forecast of 
her citizens. And having nobly done her duty at 
home, she has the better right to demand that 
the General Government shall ffilfil its duty to- 


| 


wards the States of the Union, by the improve- || 


ment of the rivers and harbors of the eountry— 


the channels and safeguards of its widespread || 


commerce, 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, said that he had | 


no particular hostility to the amendment offered || 


by the gentleman from New York but he spoke 
against it on this ground: that nearly all the 





are strictly local in their character, and that are | 
confined entirely to any particular State. 
Mr. BROWN, of Mdisaitaiepi asked if the 


‘| Hudson did not lie in New York State alone? 


Mr. FITCH. ‘That is true, but that stream, 
on account of the vast amount of commerce that | 
is borne on it, is of a different character and im- | 
portance. 

Mr. SPAULDING said that the Hudson was 
not confined to New York alone, but that it washed 


| the shores of New Jersey. 


amendments had been offered which had any || 


prospect of success, and that if they were to go 
through the bill to-day, the friends of the bill must | 
abstain from offering any more amendments. For 
his own part, he had between twenty and thirty 
amendments which he desired to offer, but he had 
restrained himself, and he hoped that other friends 
of the bill would do the same, and be content with | 
voting on the amendments that might be offered 
by the opponents of the measure. 

The question was then taken on Mr. J. A. 
Kive’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, offered the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

‘For the improvement of the navigation of the Pearl, 
Big Black, and Yazoo rivers, in the State of Mississippi, 
each #25,000."? 

Mr. B. addressed the committee as follows: I 
did not intend to propose any Amendments to this 
bill. . In looking over its provisions as it came 
from the committee, I observed that the State 
which L have the honor in part to represent has 


that it was a part of the sectional character of the 
bill to leave out those States and those Congres- 
sional districts from which no hope of help was 
expected, It was well known that my colleagues 
and myself would vote against this bill, and I 
took it for granted that for that reason our State 
had been entirely overlooked in the large appro- 
priations which the bill proposes to make. 


Judge of my gratification, then, when the gen- || 


tleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Sranty,] | 


Mr. FITCH. Yes, that is the case. I said 
that my opposition to the amendment did not more 
apply to it than to the entire substitute. My op- 
position, in fact, arises from two general reasons. | 


| One is that the substitute embodies in it appropria- | 


| estimates of the Department. 


tians for works that have not been based upon the* 
Now, I am willing 
to take upon trust the recommendations of the 
Department, but I cannot take the recommenda- 


| tion of the Committee on Commerce, unsustained 


by that of the Department. The ether is a special 
reason, having reference to the discrimination that 


'| is made between rivers in the same State—having 


reference to the discriggination between the Wabash 
and the Illinois, in th same State. If one must 
be provided for, so should the other equally be 
provided for. When rivers are navigable for the 
same class of boats, as these are, 1 do not see why 


| there should be any discrimination. 


| with a view of buying votes. 
this charge make themselves 
| charge that their votes are in the market. 


rep | be presumed that they are to be bought them- 
been entirely overlooked, and J took it for granted || 


It has been urged here that this bill was framed 
Those who make 
amenable to the 
It is to | 


selves. If they make this charge they should sub- | 
stantiate it, or show good reasons why they make 
it, or the inference I have drawn is reasonable. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Brown, ] 
and it was rejected. 


| ment: 


announced to us that there was no intention of || 


making this a sectional bill, and that appropriations 
were not voted to the southern States because 
southern members did not ask it. I ask it in this 
proposition. I ask it for a State that has had no | 
money appropriated to it in this bill which pro- 
poses to appropriate nearly two and a half mil- 
lions of dollars. I ask it in the name of the six | 
hundred thousand people of that State. I ask it 


“Towards completing the Cumberland road from Spring- 


that State, $50,000.” 
Mr. 8. said: I shall confine myself to a remark 


| or two upon the amendment itself, and not go into 


any general debate. Believing, as I do, that this | 
doctrine of internal improvements, which I hold to | 


| be constitutional, is amphibious, and extends to | 
| both land and water; and knowing, as I do, that 


in the name of the vast commerce of that State. I || 
ask it im the name of justice, and in that spirit of || 
anti-sectionalism that has been so much spoken of || 


here. If it is the intention to appropriate money | 
equally among the States, why, then, give to my | 
State at least some portion of that which belongs | 
to her. I tell you now, that so far as I am con- 

cerned, I do not intend to vote for this bill. I 

would not vote for it if you were to appropriate 

to my State the whole of the two millions of dol- 

lars appropriated in this bill. I am not to be 

bought or to be bribed to support this measure, | 
which I believe you have no constitutional right 

to pass. But as the gentleman from North Caro- 

lina has given us to understand that we are to 

expect nothing from Congress in this general 

scramble but what we ask for, I ask that this | 
appropriation may be inserted in the bill. But I 

tell you now, that even if you put it there, I shall 

vote against the bill. 


objecting to and opposing this amendment, I shall 
present the reasons that lead me to oppose the | 
whole substitute. I am sorry that the gentleman 
himself lends himself to the impression of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, that this bill, as originally 
framed, was so framed upon sectional principles, 
for such [ know has hot been the fact. This bill 
was framed by the committee under the recommen- | 
dation of the proper Departments, and it cannot 
be supposed that our National Government would 
lend itself to fostering any particular sections of | 
country above others. Whatever the charges 
may be that may be brought against the particu- | 
lar committee that reported this bill, those charges | 
cannot be brought against the Departments. I do | 
not believe, indeed, that any charge of this kind | 
can be properly brought against the committee. 
It does not contain appropriations for objects that | 


|| this great national work has been too long ne- 


glected 


The CHAIRMAN, (interposing.) Upon reflec- i 


tion the Chair doubts whether this amendment is 
in order. 
Mr. SCHENCK. [can inform the Chair that | 
I have got this provision into three river and har- 
bor bills before, and I regret to say that Mr. Polk 


| vetoed it once. 


The CHAIRMAN made a remark which was | 
not heard, but he was understood to say that the | 
gentleman could proceed, unless he was called to | 
order. 

Mr. SCHENCK proceeded. I was about to | 
speak of the condition of this great national work. | 


| It was commenced in the time of Jefferson, and | 
| was continued through successive Administrations | 
| down to 1839, when the annual appropriation for | 


| Blue Ridge int 


it was cut off, and the road is now left in an un- | 
finished conditign. Itcommences at Cumberland, | 
in the State of @Beyland, and passes through the | 

at State, along through Pennsy!- | 


| vania, through Virginia, into and through Ohio, | 
Mr. FITCH said: In giving my reasons for || 


pleted from Cumberland continuous! 





| 


The road is com- | 
to Spring- | 
field, in Ohio, and has been surrendered to the | 


and into the State of Indiana. 


| States to be kept in repair. In Indiana it has been | 
| surrendered to that State to be finished out of the 
_ proceeds of public lands granted for the purpose. | 


A portion of the road, in the State of Ohio, from 


| Springfield to the western boundary of that State, | 


is in a state of partial completion. It has been | 


_ commenced and a great pat of the work done; and | 
_ every farmer through w 


10se lands the road passes, | 
has surrendered his right to the land, and furnish- 


| ed wood, stone, and all the materials necessary for | 


the construction of the road. A formal surrender | 
in writing has been taken from each individual. 
I hold in my hand a copy of these surrenders, | 
but I have not time now to read it. These sur- | 
renders have been given to Government for the | 


completion of the road, and they embrace about || York, the appropriation for 
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twenty acres of land in each section of a mile 
square through which it passes. Besides this, ma- 
terials for its construction have been taken. The 
road has been bridged, and thousands upon thou. 
sands of dollars have been squandered upon those 
biden which, if left in their present conditioy 
li up between earth and heaven upon their 
abutments, are of no earthly use to any one. 
The road is impassable in its present condition 
The land, property, and materials of the people 
of the country have been taken, and it still lies jy, 
this incomplete condition, a disgrace to the Goy- 


| ernment, that has abandoned this great work. |; 


is a nuisance to the people of the country through 
which it passes, in its present conditior. Wh; 
we ask for is a small appropriation towards jts 
completion. The part thus remaining to be fip. 
ished is but fifty-three miles. The five minutes 
allowed me for explanation will not permit me to 
speak of the merits of this great work. It may be 
said that turnpiké roads, as public works, have tp 
a great extent been superseded by the more modery 
improvements of railroads and canals. But they 
such works are in some sense monopolies, as this 
is not. A magnificent thoroughfare like this js 


‘|| common to all, and diffusive in its benefits to the 


whole country through which it passes. It may 


| be used for all modes of conveyance, and along jt 
' must flow that great tide of emigration which is 
| annually pouring from the East to the West. But 
| as matter of justice and contract too 


oa the Speaker’s hammer fell. ] 

r. TOOMBS said that he was opposed to the 
gentleman’s amendment, but he tdmitted that 
there was some force init, According to the cop- 
struction of the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
McLave,] no one was to have the benefit of Goy- 


| vernment money except those who had the good 
| luck to live upon rivers or harbors. 
| outrage than this could not be conceived upon 


| roads and canals. 
Mr. SCHENCK offered the following amend- || 


A greater 


If money was given for im- 
provements on water, it should also be given for 
improvements on land. The State of Georgia, he 


‘| said, had built, or nearly built eight hundred 


| field, in the State of Ohio, to the Western boundary line of | miles of railroad, ata cost of $4,000,000, and she 


has paid to the Government upwards of $1,000,000 
in duties on the materials. She has no rivers, and 
when our people want to carry their produce to 
market they must take it over the roads. The 
Government charges us $1,500,000 for building 
our road, and then gives that money to those who 
live on rivers. We want roads to carry our pro- 
duce to market. You charge us $1,500,000 on 
railroad iron, and then you turn round and give that 
money to those who are lucky enough to live upon 
rivers. The people of Georgia would’be very glad 
to have the Mississippi, snags and all. He said 
that this whole system was a system of plunder, 
and that he trusted to God the people would hold 
these men who participated init responsible. He 
never expected to see many of them here again. 
[A laugh. ] 

The question was then taken on Mr. Scuenck’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. WELLBORN moved to reduce the appro- 
priation for the Hudson river from $75,000 to 
$50,000. He said: Mr. Chairman, the complaint 
on the part of at least a minority of this House 1s, 
not that the committee in reporting this bill had it 
in contemplation to benefit the non-slaveholding 
States as such at the expense of the slaveholding 
States. At all events I do not myself allege that 
such motive entered into the report of the commit- 
tee. Ido not believe that it influenced the repor! 
of the committee, that appropriations went to the 
North, or to the South, to the East, or to the 
West. Theargument against the bill is neverthe- 
less true, founded upon acharge of partiality. |'s 
partiality consists in its consyltation of the strength 
of its support, or, in other words, upon an estimate 
of the numbers who can be brought to its advo- 
cacy, rather than the claims of the appropriations 
satin That is the argument against the bill. | 
do not believe that gentlemen “from the northern 
or western States can derive the slightest pleasure 
from the reflection, that in appropriating a sum of 
money to the North or West, they are taking 
from the South. But I do believe that when 
was proposed to carry this bill, the vote of such 
States as New York, and others more especially 
provided for in this bill, were known to be indis- 
pensable,and that if it had been necessary, in or 


der to obtain the support of gentlemen from New 
e Hudson river, for 
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example, would have been increased from $75,000 
to $100,000. I do not mean to cast any imputation 
on the gentlemen who represent New York upon 
this floor, nor upon others; but we must look to 
human conduct as we find it. None of us are in- 


it may be, whose support of the bill depends on 
individual appropriations of trivial sums, yet the 
appropriations proposed amount in the aggre- 
vate already to $2,000,000, and if they went the 
jenzth of providing for all the claims out of the 
pill as meritorious, as some, at least, of those 
embraced in it, they would amount to $10,000,000. 
Who doubts that? But it was impossible to 
place all these claims on the same footing. A 
selection had to be made, and that selection has 
doubtless been made, with reference more or less, | 
unconsciously it may be, to the votes necessary 
to pass the measure. The gentleman from Vir- | 
ginia [Mr. Bayt] was correct in saying that 
partiality is the vital principle of bills of this de- | 
scription. Thisrendersthem unjust. At the same 
time it is usually unwise, in an economical point 
of view, as a mode of appropriating money, for the 
information on which such appropriations are | 
made is generally loose and inaccurate, and the 
money for the most part squandered. 
Mr. McLANE said: | should not interpose in 
this debate, but for the allegation that has been | 
thrown out that this bill is sectional, did I not sup- | 
pose that the honorable gentlemen before me [Mr. | 
3ayLy] and on - left, (Mr. eae and 
on my right, [Mr. Inee,] who have made the al- 
leration, would be obliged to me to correct them. 
] know very well neither of those three gentlemen 
would say that it was a sectional bill, either as re- | 
gards the North or the South, did they not think so. 
~ Mr, WELLBORN. I disclaim it. 
Mr. McLANE. The gentleman disclaims the 
motive, but not the fact. 
Mr. WELLBORN. 
[ now disclaim it. 
Mr. McLANE. Iam glad of it. But not so | 
my friends before me and on my right. But let 
me see what is the matter of fact. We must first | 
consider that the population of the North is larger | 
than in the South, and yet the ratio of appropria- | 
tions for the South are larger, according to the | 
population, than in the North. I beg that hon- | 
grable gentlemen who make this issue will hold 
their peace on it. Let us examine the bill, and 
we find, excluding several of the minor appropri- | 
ations, that the following appropriations aré made 
to southern localities: 


I disclaimed the fact, and 


> 
St. Louis harbor. ... .450,000|Red river.......... . «80,000 
Havre de Grace...... 20,000|\Cumberland Island... 25,000 | 
Wilmington, N.C.... 10,000) Hog Island.........++ 25,000 | 
Savannah....eesees .- 50,000/Bayou la Fourche... 25,000 | 
New Castle.....ecese 15,000) Beaufort, N. C....... 2,500 | 
Pamlico river.....+.. 5,000|Mobile...... & béeveoer 50,000 | 
Delaware breakwater. 50,000'James river.......... 20,000 | 
Baltimore. ......+e00s 20,000|North Carolina.......100,000 | 
Miss., Ohio, and Ark.340,000/Texas......... see © 100,000 | 


Sir, these appropriations reached nearly a mil- | 
lion of dollars in the aggregate, being nearly half 
the whole amount appropriated — bill, which 
is a very little over $2,000,000. The proportion, 
therefore, that the South receives is greater than | 
that the North receives, calculating the ratio of | 
Wm Pose er 

Mr. BAYLY, (interposing.) The gentleman | 
from Maryland has utterly misconceived my re- 
marks, and the meaning of my argument. 

Mr.McLANE. Ifthe gentleman disavows that | 
he intended to refer to the North and South, as dis- | 
tnguished by slave and free, then my remarks do | 
not apply to him. 

Mr. BAYLY. I said that thisbill was sectional | 
and unequal. I did not mean as entirely confined | 
to the northern States as compared with the South. | 

| 


Mr. McLANE. Then my correction does not | 
apply to either the gentleman from Georgia or the 
gentleman from Virginia. { wish to make it sim- | 
ply as a matter that may be useful to g@ntlemen 
entertaining different impressions. * But I under- 
stood my friend from Alabama, [Mr. Iveg,]} in 
reply to the gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. 
STANLY,] to say that it was the States as’ slave 
States of which he spoke. He will therefore ac- 
cept my correction. : 

Mr. INGE, (interposing.) I state this, that 
considering the amount of the commerce of the | 
South, of the exports of the South, and the | 
amount which the South pays in the form of | 
‘axes into the Federal Treasury, this bill is unjust | 





sensible to such influences. There are members, | 












and unequal, and that all these things considered, 
she ought to have a much larger share of the ap- 
propriations. 

r. McLANE. My friend from Alabama 
made no such qualification when he first made the 
charge; but in view of that qualification, if he will 
look to the extent of the population, and of the 
navigable waters of the Missouri, Mississippi, 
and Ohio, and the northern lakes—if he will look 
at theamountof tonnage, and ofcommerce, floating 
on these rivers, on the lakes, and onthe Atlantic, 
he will be astonished to find that the commerce and 
tonnage on these northern lakes exceed so immense- 
ly the tonnage and commerce of the South, except 
so faras the commerce ofthe South is conducted by 
ships of the North, and that it is for the safety of 
ships of the North, and the lives of the people of 
the North, that these improvements are made. 
As to the matter of fact, it so happens that the 
money is nearly equally divided between the North 
and the South. It was not so intended. It never 
entered into my mind to caleulate how much the | 
North received, and how much the South. The 
calculation which I have read to the committee, 
was furnished to me by a gentleman from New 
York. I never made the calculation. I never 
would have done it. It has no relation to the 
merits of the case whatever. The only issue that 
ought to be presented is, whether the improve- 
ment is required by the general commerce of the 
country, and that should be the only consider- 
ation. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Wett- 
BORN’s amendment, and it was not agreed to, 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved to in- 
crease the appropriation for the Mississippi and 
its branches to $500,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment 
already pending. 

Mr. CALDWELL. 
the amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN, 
is not in order. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. We.t- 
BORN;] and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, again moved to 
increase the appropriation to the Mississippi and 
its branches to $500,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to state in few words 
the — which shall guide my action in sup- 
porting this bill, without any very particular re- 
gard to the minute items contained in it. I have 
heard many gentlemen upon this floor say that if 
an appropriation for the Mississippi river alone 
were to be voted for, they could consistently, and 
as I believe, constitutionally vote for it. But I sup- 
pose if you were to designate a particular snag 
and a particular bar of that river, and there should 
be a separate and distinct appropriation for every 
one of these snags, then these gentlemen could not 
vote for it constitutionally and conscientiously. I 
conceive, Mr. Chairman, that the Mississippi 
river is a proper object of improvement. I con- 
ceive that the great chain of lakes on our north and 
west are proper objects for improvement; and I 
do not regard the particular points at which these 
improvements are to be made, whether at Little 
Sodus Bay, Great Sodus Bay, or any other bay. 
The improvements ought to be made upon the 
great commercial channels of the country. I re- 
gard the great Atlantic coast, wij) its inlets, bays, 
and harbors, as coming withi is Meaning, as 
far as the great and important interests of the na- 
tional commerce are concerned. I would leave it 
to the executive officers of the Government, and to 
the committee who have legitimate charge of this 
subject, to obtain information upon it, so as to de- 
termine the specific point at which these appropri- 
ations are needed, and which are so general and 
clear as to justify an appropriation by the House. 
Now, | apprehend that there is no gentleman upon 
this floor, or at least very few, who would say that 
the great chain of lakes, the great Atlantic coast, 
or the great Mississippi river, are not objects of 
sufficient general and national importance to come 
within the sphere and spirit of the Constitution, 
and justifying appropriations. But, sir, if you do 
not determine the points at which appropriations 
are to be made, you must leave the matter to your 
executive officers. 

Now, let me makea remark in regard to another 
point in this matter. I have heard that bill char- 
acterized here repeatedly as a system of bribery 


Is it in order to amend 


The Chair decides that it 





and corruption. I suppose, sir, that because I 
live upon the Mississippi river, and feel that when 
ev of the value 7 

ally is |e 

hundreds of lives for the same reason, something 
| should be done in the way of improvements, I 
am to be told that I am bribed into the support of 


bill for the Mississippi. 





ment and to the bill. 
| to increase the appropriation made in the bill, and 
| of course renders it more obnoxious to the objee- 
| tion which | have in regard to it. I place my 
opposition to the amendment and the } 

| one ground at the present time, and that is, that 
the Treasury is not in a condition to allow us to 
appropriate a sum exceeding $2,000,000 for any 
object, except one*of absolute and imperious ne- 
| cessity. 
| the Committee of Ways and Means, [Mr. Bayr- 


| ment? 
| sary for the interests of the country. 


| made. 
| country that we should finish whatever action is 








| I have two purposes to accomplish. 
| cently received a letter, in which I am informed 
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millions of dollars annu- 
»st for the want of improvements, and 


the bill, beeause there is an appropriation in the 


I disdain the imputation. 
1 say further, that if to consult the great interests 


of that country, and to improve the welfare of my 


constituents, be bribery, I glory in it. I shall 
ever be ready to avow my principles in relation 


to it. 


Mr. STRONG said: I am opposed to the amend- 


ry 
This amendment proposes 


ill upon 


We have heard from the chairman of 


LY,] who might have stated much more than he 
did, if he had chosen to do so, that the financessof 
the country are in such a condition that there 
will be probably a large deficit. Had he chosen 
to proceed, he might have stated, that under the 
new construction’ which has been given to the 
tariff act of 1846, that not less than $10,000,000 


| will be required to refund the duties which have 
| been illegally levied. 
| these facts, | ask whether it is judicious to in- 


Now, sir, in the face of 


crease appropriations for these objects of improve- 
I deem them to be not absolutely neces- 


’ lam there- 
fore opposed to the amendment and the bill; but 


| I do not propose to say much upon the subject. 


I wish to allude to another phase of this bill. 
We have now spent several days upon it. It is 
apparent that no man’s vote can be changed by 
any amendment, or any remarks which can be 
[t is all-important to the business of the 


to be had upon this bill to-day. Sir, there are 
eleven days only remaining of the session. We 
have eleven appropriation bills to pass; and does 
any man desire to see a special session of Con- 


| gress? Who does not know, that if this bill is not 


disposed of at an early hour, that a special session 
of Congress is indispensable, in order to enable 


| the Government to move on in its accustomed 
} course. 


1 ask, therefore, both the opponents and 
friends of this bill, to cease from offering amend- 


| ments which cannot on and which cannot 


affect votes, and that the committee at the earliest 


| hour be discharged from the consideration of this 


bill, in order to take up the appropriation bills, 
which must be passed, or a special session of 
Congress is inevitable. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, asked the unan- 
imous consent of the committee to withdraw his 
amendment; which was granted. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, offered the 
following amendment: 

**For the improvement of the Cumberland river above 
Nashville, including the descending navigation, between 
Smith’s Shoals and the Upper Coal Banks in Pulaski 
county, Kentucky, $30,000,”° 

Mr. C. said: Mr. Chairman, the object for 
which I ask this appropriation is certainly a very 
important one. The Cumberland river is navi- 
gable, for at least nine months in the year, fora 
distance of more than five hundred miles. 
are no appropriations made for it now. I offer 
this shanna hoping that if this system is to be 
entered into, of appropriating large amounts to be 
squandered, not upon legitimate objects, but upon 
a system of this kind, that my constituents may 
receive their share. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, said: Mr. Chairman, I op- 
pose this amendment, as I shall all those which 
endanger the passage of this bill. I am anxious to 
proceed to the final vote on the bill. The inter- 


There 


| ests of the country require expeditious action from 


this time until the close of the session. Although 
I have, at all times during the present session, 


| been in my seat ready to vote, I have not con- 


sumed one minute in discussion. In rising now, 


| have re- 
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that, in consequence of my silence here, some of 
my constituents inquire whether [ am not dead? 
They will now learn that I am still “ alive and 
kicking.’”’ ‘ 


Eat Sees 


of their own noble labors. What do we see? 


| Contrary to their exyfectation, the Government 


Again, sir, I desire to say that I am in favor of | 


this bill, and of the poliey of improving our great 
rivers and harbors. I have always been in favor 
of it, for reasons which I have not now time to 
give. ‘True, sir, I repfesent a rural—an agricul- 
tural district, in whieh none of the money pro- 
posed to be appropriated under this system will 
be expended; still | cannot see the force of the 
crrument just now presented by the honorable 
gentlemen from Georgia, {Mr. Toomss,] that no 
rezion is to be benefited except those which have 
in ther navigable rivers or harbors. Sir, you 
cannot confine the benefits of these improvements 
to the districts in which they are made. Sir, I 
hold that the value of every acre of land under 
cultivation in the great Mississippi valley, from 
the Alleghany to the Rocky Mountains, as well 
as of the labor of the industrious millions there, is 
enhanced by the improvement of that * King of 
Rivers’? which carries the products of labor into 
the hivh seas. 


But, sur, late last evening, my colleague [Mr. | 


has been rapidly tending to that fate which marks 
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the decay and ruin of so many governments. | 


From a few hundred thousand dollars, the ex- || 


penditures of the Government have increased in a | 
| startling ratio, until they have reached a multipli- 


cation of millions. Let us not deceive ourselves. 
Already are we largely in debt, with deficient 


revenues and increasing expenditures. The Gov- || 


ernment of England had existed centuries, when 


' the avocation of nations was war, before its an- | 


nual expenditures reached the amount of our own. 
Monarchy though it was, its expenditures during 
the most troublous periods of the dark and bar- 
barous ages, were less than our own. This was 


_ when the Prince had to obtain his supplies before- 


hand to carry on war. Looking to the degraded, 


| oppressed condition of millions in Europe, caused 


by loans, is it not a question whether the expe- 


| dient of credit, whereby rulers are enabled to mort- 
| gage the labor and gains of posterity—is it not a 
| question whether this expedient, at least, in its 
| application to governments, is an evil and a curse? 


Mixxer} and others, denounced this as a grand || 


scheme of robbery. The honorable gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, too, [Mr. Brrssin,] denounced 
it as a scheme of plunder, and, as a matter of 
course, its friends as the plundgrers and robbers of 
the people’s Treasury. Now, sir, I repel this 


charge, and call the attention of the committee to | 
the strange and most unenviable position in which | 


the honorable gentleman’s inconsistency places 


him and his constituents. He (Mr. B.) denounced | 
it as villainous robbery, and in the same breath | 
offered an amendment proposing a large appropri- | 


ation of money to be expended in his own-district. 
It is true, that when interrogated, he said he would 
not vote for the bill if his amendment carried, but 


berwed that the committee would give his constit- | 


uents a share of the plunder! Now, sir, in my 
recion we see no difference between the moral guilt 
of the robber and of those who knowingly receive 
the stolen property; yet the gentleman, by his 
course, represents his Pennsylvania constituency 
as a people who are at all times willing to share 
in stolen property. provided they can only get some- 
body else to steal it for them. Sir, I leave the 
gentleman’s constituents to decide whether he rep- 
resents them in their true character. I can respect 
the position of the man who, like the honorable 
gentleman from South Carolina, {[Mr. Burr,] and 
others, openly declares his belief that it is an out- 
rage upon the Treasury, and refuses to accept an 
appropriation. There is something in such a posi- 
tion to command our respect, whilst that assumed 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania deserves 
contempt. 

It is said that the appropriations are sectional, 
and an attempt has been made by some southern 
gentlemen to get up a North and South issue upon 
the bill. Sir, | come here with no sectional feel- 
ings upon this orany other question. I am in fa- 
vor of so legislating now, and at all times, as to 
secure the greatest Sagres of happiness and pros- 
perity to the greatest number of people. My con- 
stituents send me here, sir, to act for the whole 
country, to aid in improving all its natural advan- 
tures from one end of the Union to the other. I[ 


every section of the country, and I shall support it 


whether a dollar of the money expended under its 
provisiens will ever reach the district I represent. 


Mr. BRISBIN asked if it would be in order to | 


offer an amendment? 


‘The CHAIRMAN said not until the pending | 


amendment was disposed of. 
‘The question was then taken on the amendment 


of Mr. Carowent, of Kentucky, and it was not | 


agreed to. 


Mr. McCLERNAND offered the following | 


amendment: 


“ Provided, That if the expenditures authorized or to be 
authorized for the fiscal year eterna | on the 30th of 
June, 1859, exclusive of those authorized 
exceed fifty milliens of dollars, this act shali not take 


effect.’’ 


of people, and to acquire an empire, in respect to || 


| We elaim for Sonar the virtues of economy 


and simplieity that should distinguish republican 
institutions; and yet our practices grossly falsify 
these professions. Danger, a greater danger than 
war itself, beleaguers rr. threatens the integrity of 
our institutions—the danger of extravagance, 
bankruptey, and corruption, which although, slow- 
ly and sometimes imperceptibly, yet none the 
less certainly saps the foundation of justice and 


into the instruments of tyranny and wrong. 
Let it be understood—I call the attention of the 





country to the fact, the startling fact—that the ex- | 


penditures of the present Administration, including || 


those of General Taylor’s administration, with 
those of the two years to come, will largely ex- 


ceed those of Mr. Polk’s administration for a like | 


period of four years, including a period of foreign || 
Yes, sir, upon this basis it will cost the | 
— of this country more to carry on the pres- | 


war. 


ent W hig administration in time of peace, than 
it cost to conquer Mexico—yes, seven’ millions 


_ territory, under a Democratic Administration. Is | 


; | that report, I 
cordially and heartily, without stopping to inquire || 





i 
| 

\\ 
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} 
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| 


| Abert. 


not this a startling and an alarming fact? 
people ponder it. 
to the rescue. 


Let good men of all parties rally 


Let the | 


Let those of us who would stay | 


these excesses, who would avert these enormous | 
expenditures, unite upon this amendment, and if | 


we are defeated, let us appeal to the people to de- | 


cide between us and our opponents. 
(The hammer fell. } 
Mr. BURT. 


what I had the honor of saying upon yesterday. 
I stated to the committee that I had evidence and 
an official statement from the Register of the Treas- 


| ury of the amounts expended in the different States 
| for harbors, roads, and rivers. 
| Statistics to illustrate the inequality and partiality 
| which of necessity existed in — appropriations 
| for internal improvements—as wel 


I was using these 


made as those contemplated to be made in the bill 
now before the committee. ‘The honorable gen- 
tleman who sits near me, from the West, called my 
attention to the report of Colonel Abert, the chief 


| of the bureau, who had charge of these works of 
regard the bill as fraught with lasting benefits to | 


internal improygment. Upon an examination of 
that, in many respects, there 


were material erences in the amounts set down 


| in the official report which I had received from the 


Department and in that report. I have not had time 
to examine and see how far the statements I did 
use, from the tables sent by the Treasuay Depart- 
ment, are confirmed in this report of Colonel 
I believe, however, that there must be 
mistakes in Colonel Abert’s report; there may be 


mistakes in the Treasury report from which I took | 


the statements I made on yesterday. It was my 
purpose to have published the few remarks [ then 
made, with the tables sent from the Treasur 
partment. Inasmuch as I find that they do not 
agree with the statements of Colonel Abert, and 


y this act, shall || as I suppose there may be inaccuracies in both— | 


desirous as I am to send to the country nothing 
but candid and truthful information—I shall not 


I desire to say a very few words, | 
Mr. Chairman, which are rendered necessary by | 


those heretofore | 


De- | 


| 


| 





Mr. McG. said: If the framers of the Constitu- || feel myself at liberty to publish these statements. | 
tion were here they could not fail to be surprised || I shall avail myself of some early opportunity of 


at the scene now being enacted. They 


could |, calling for statements which will be reliable. 


not fail to be inspired with fear for the result || sir, that these appropriations are local, and to that 


| 
| 
| 
i 


‘| Toomss. | 


|| the amount of millions in value. 


| part to represent. 


Feb. 


i extent partial, I apprehend that nobody here in 


18, 


deny. As evidence of that fact, I would point yoy, 
(to the amount expended for the improvement of 
the harbor at Chicago in the State of Illinois. 
We find from Colonel Abert’s report, and the 
Treasury statement, that the sum of $247.60] has 
been already expended on that harbor. Chicao, 
| is now one of the chief objects of this bil! |, 
monstrous, Mr. Chairman, to appropriate to th» 
removal of obstructions which natare has eternally 
interposed in the mouth of a small stream like tha; 
of Dhienaes the revenues that are collected from, 
the other parts of the country. By the statemen; 
of Col. Abert, not one dollar appears to have eye; 
been expended for South Gulia. Her exports 
are more than six millions, while those of Chicago 
| are comparatively nothing. When my friend fro, 
| Maryland [Mr. McLane] tells us that the object 
| of these improvements is to render a safe and cheap 
mode for the transportation of the commodities of 
| the commercial marts, I trust he will remembe, 
the fact to which we will now call his attention. 
It is not to be disguised that the object of these 
appropriations is to distribute revenues obtained 
| from those who receive nothing, to those who con- 
| tribute either nothing or but little to the revenues 
| of the country. I trust that the attention of the 
| whole country will be directed to this subject by 
the debates of this House, and by these proposi- 
| tions for internal improvements. Do not think 
that the South will let them begin to carry outa 
| system which is to pervade our whole country. | 


|| reside, sir, only some twenty-five miles distant 
freedom, and perverts the means of public good | 


| from my honorable friend from Georgia, {Mr. 
I reside on the banks of the Savanna) 
river, a stream which is navigable some three hun- 
| dred miles by steamboats and by the common kee! 
boats—a stream upon which is sent commerce to 
I will not un- 
dertake to say how many bags of cotton are sent 
| down the Savannah river, but an immense num- 
ber of them 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BRISBIN asked if it would be in order to 
move an amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN said an amendment was 
already pending. 

Mr. BRISBIN wished to move an amendment 
to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN said the gentleman’s amend- 
ment would not be in order until the pending 
amendment was disposed of. 

The question was then taken by tellers (Messrs. 
Corwin and Harris acting) on Mr. McC er- 
NAND’s amendment, and decided in the negative— 
ayes 67, noes 75. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Cries of ‘*Question!’’ ‘‘question !’’ 

Mr. McMULLEN submitted the following 
| amendment: 

«< For the improvement of the North Fork of the Holstein 


river, from Saltville,in the county of Washington, Virginia, 
to its junction with the main Holstein river, $50,000.” 


Mr. McM. said: Mr. Chairman, I am very 
| anxious to bring this matter to a close; but | feel 
myself, nevertheless, called upon to offer this 
amendment. I have not offered | it for the purpose 
| merely of making a speech, but in good faith, and 
| with the hope that if the bill is to pass this House, 
| that it may be incorporated in it. I desire, sir, 
| that my constituents may know that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, who reported this bill— 
| which purports to be a system of great national 
improvements—have entirely forgotten that great 
portion of the country which [ have the honor in 
Sir, the chairman of that com- 
mittee has done this great section of the country 
great injustice, in his distribution of the ov 
ations which are contained in this bill. hile he 
| has made liberal and extravagant appropriations 
to the North and West, he has given to the people 
of Virginia the sum of $20,000 only. , 
Sir, the chairman of that committee denied that 
| the bill contained anything sectional or local in 1's 
provisions. I it as partial and sectional 
in its character, and one which ought to be tis- 
carded by every Democrat on this floor. I am 
opposed to the principle of the bill itself, but if the 
committee and the aoe are determined to pass lt, 
| then 1 wish to see the amendment I have offered 
| 





inco ted in the bill, for it provides for nothing 


[aoe than justice to that section of country 
which the amendment refers. ’ 5 
| L repeat, sir, that the bill is partial and sectional 
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in its character; but this is not the worst feature 
of the bill. “It will tend to bankrupt the Treasury 
of the country. ‘The Treasury is in no condition 
to make the large a for which this 
bill provides, even if the principle u 

pill is based was a correct one. For one, I feel 
pound to protest against this extravagant expendi- 
ture of the people’s money. I feel mortified that 
the Democrats in this House will not come up 
unitedly in opposition to this measure; but they are 
responsible, not to me, but to their constituents; 
and to their constituents they will have to answer 
for their support of this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I regret that I have felt: called 
upon, in my legislative duty, to speak against 
this bill. I shall vote against the bill. 
my amendment may be adopted; but even if it is 
adopted, I shall still vote against the bill. 

Mr. BRISBIN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Campsext] has advanced the onl 
argument I have heard in favor of this bill. His 
argument is, that because the opponents of this 
measure have, in his opinion, acted inconsistently, 
therefore, the bill should pass; therefore millions | 
should be taken from the Treasury for internal 
improvements. Now, sir, this being the only 
reason given why the bill should pass, I am dis- 
posed to give to it its full weight. I would not 
deprive them of this. I would not wring from the 
mouth of famine a bene. The same gentleman 
takes exception to my remarks made last evening, 
characterizing this as asystem of plunder; and in- 
fers that I intended to charge the advocates of this 


bill with fraud and corruption, and with being | 
Now, sir, I charged | 


bribed with appropriations. 
no gentleman with any such thing. 
now doe, characterize this system as a fraudulent, 
plundering system. And if any gentleman takes 
to himself the character I give to the bill, it is his 
own job, not mine. I have, sir, somewhere read 
that ‘*a guilty conscience needs no accuser;”’ that | 
“the wicked flee when no man pursueth.’’ If 
there has been inconsistency in the action of the 


I did, and I | 


|| tions for. 
n,which the | 


j 


I hope | 


has seen fit to take the course he has. It is vir- 
| tually declaring that he recognizes nothing beyond 
| his own door-yard as worth making appropria- 
He recognizes no lakes or rivers as 
| national thorovghfares, except the Mississippi and 
Ohio rivers. I grant you that these rivers are 
|| great national thoroughfares, but I do not think 
| they are the only ones. I have said that my col- 
|| league recognizes no work of any national import- 
ance unless it is connected with the Ohio or Mis- 
| sissippi rivers. The Ixkes he esteems mere local 
matters. Lake Michigan, Lake Erie, Lake Supe- 


| rior, Lake Huron, arid Lake Ontario, are all mere | 


local channels in his opinion, though they border 
upon seven States—more than does the river Ohio. 
I regret this display of contracted views upon the 
part of my colleague, for his own sake. 

Mr. ALBERTSON. I would ask my colleague 
whether, if there were an appropriation contained 
m this bill for a harbor in Lake Michigan, he 
would vote for it? 

Mr. FITCH. I have said I would, if it rested 
with me, confine these appropriations to strictly 
national works, without regard to their locality. 
I should, therefore, vote for a bill appropriating 
for such works, whether it did or did not embrace 
works in which my own constituents were immedi- 
ately interested. | answered my colleague on Fri- 
day last, when speaking upon the general bill. He 
then heard meavow that it was for the principle— 
the right to make appropriations for national chan- 
nels for which I contend. [| trust there is sufficient 
intelligence in the House, and views sufficiently 
national to prevent us from confining our appro- 
priations of this character to one river. ‘They 
should be extended to all works of the same char- 
acter whieh are national. [ should despise my- 
self, and so would the constituency who sent me 
here, if, in the capacity of a national legislator, | 
would not lagk beyond the mere sectional inter- 
ests of my. constituents, to the interests of the 
whole country. 

Mr. ALBERTSON. 


I wish to know of my 





opponents of this measure, the end sought fully 
justified the means. But I cannot conceive that 
there is any inconsistency in opposing this expend- 
iture, and at the same time claiming, if it is to be | 
expended, to come in for a share; and but that 
the gentleman was driven to the wall for a reason 
to give in sustaining his action, I doubt whether 
even his keen perception would have discovered it, 

The question was taken upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from Virginia, and it was not 
agreed to. 

{Loud eriés of ** Question !”’ “ question !’’} 

Mr. ALBERTSON asked if it would be in 
order to move to strike out that amendment and 


insert a substitute ? 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is open 
to amendment. 


Mr. ALBERTSON. Then I move to strike || 


out the substitute and insert the following: 


“ For the improvement of the Ohio river, above the falls 
at Louisville, $100,000. 
“ For the improvement of the Ohio river, below the falls 
at Louisville, 200,000. 
“ For the improvement of the Mississippi river, $200,000. 
_“ For construction of snag boats for the Ohio and Missis- 
sippi rivers, #100,000.°? 


Mr. ALBERTSON said: Sir, I do not wish to | 
be understood as offering this as an amendment, 
I wish to offer it as a substitute for the bill, and I 
make this motion in order to give me an opportu- 
nity of stating my reasons for opposing this bill. 
l oppose it because I consider the appropriations 
as sectional and local in their character. 
opposed to the imprevement of great national 
thoroughfares where some fifteen States are di- 
ae interested, But I cannot support any bill 
which is not national in its character. 
to be a correct Democratic principle, that when | 
appropriations are made from the Federal Treas- | 
“7 should be made for national objects. 

r. Chairman, I do not wish to be understood | 
as offering this amendment for Buncombe. I am | 
opposed to the bill, and shall vote againstit, and if 
the substitute is adopted, I shall still vote against 
. It is not my wish to detain the committee fur- 

er. 

Mr. FITCH. Did I understand the gentleman 
28 offering his amendment as a substitute for the 
pending amendment, or a substitute to the bill? 

Mr. ALBERTSON. I offered it ag a substi- 
tute for the whole. 

Mr. FITCH. 





| 
| 


I hold it || 


am not 
| 
| 





I am sorry that my colleague || lieving that this 


and Mississippi rivers are small and sectional in 

their character—that they are not great national 
thoroughfares ? 

Mr. FITCH. If the gentleman, in interrupting 

| me, wishes only to propound such interrogatories, 


of such interruptions, by remembering what I 
have heretofore said. My opinion of the nation- 


tinetly expressed. But it does not follow because 
| they are national that other commercial channels 
are not. The commerce and shipping of the 
lakes far, far exceed that of the Ohio. Does 
not my colleague know this? If not, his commer- 
| cial knowledge is yet in its infancy. 
| knowledge, 


owever, of the importance of the 
|| lakes, I acknowledge that of the Ohio and Mis- 
sissippi, and am ready and anxious to secure ap- 
propriations for them. 


Mr. ALBERTSON. 


I ask my colleague this 


|| question, Are not these appropriations for clear- 
|| ing out the lakes and harbors local and sectional ? 


r. FITCH. All Saat ness for the ben- 
efit of the lake commerce will be for the same pur- 
| pose as clearing out the obstructions in the Ohio. 
hey are for both the improvement of great na- 
tional commercial channels, the inland seas, and for 
the safety of those who navigate those seas. 
Mr. STANTON, of Kentuc Is the substi- 
tute of the gentleman susceptible of amendment? 
The CHAIRMAN decided it was not. 
The question was then taken on Mr. Avsere- 
son’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. 
79 


Loud cries of ** Question!” “ question! 


Mr. MILLER, of Ohio, offered the following 
amendment: 


| “ Provided, That if the expenditures authorized, or to be 
authorized for the fiscal year terminating on the 30th June, 
| 1852, excluding those authorized by this act, shall exceed 
the current revenues for the same year, this act shall not 
take effect.’’ 
| 





is substantially the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Carpwerr.] I 
move this amendment now for the purpose of test- 
ing the chairman of the committee who reported 
the bill, who comes into this House for the pur- 
| pose of showing to the House and country, that 
there will be a surplus of $6,000,000—thereby be- 
Heute will concur with him in 
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colleague if I understand him to say that the Ohio | 


he might have saved himself and me the trouble | 


ality of the Ohio and Mississippi has been dis- | 


With a full | 


Mr. M. I have buta few remarks tomake. This | 


591 


| the views he takes. I expect to see him pass be- 
tween the tellers in support of this amendment, 
because it gives him a large latitude. I ask him 
to come forwardand show us that he has confi 
dence in the statement he has made to us, for the 
purpose of deceiving the country. If he is willing 
to stand by the bill reported, let him stand by 
this amendment; and let him vote for it. He will 
then demonstrate to the country that he believes 
the statements which have been made in regard 
| to this bill are correct. If he does not believe his 
| own statement to be correct, let him abandon the 
polity of the bill, and return to that which he has 
been heretofore attached. 


Mr. ASHMUN. I rise simply to prevent a 
five minutes speech. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment. 


Mr. BOWLIN. 
to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has been 
already opposed by the gentleman from Massa 
chusetts, [Mr. Asumun.] 

Mr. MILLER demanded tellers, and they were 
accordingly ordered. : 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Mrr- 
LER’s amendment, (Messrs Bory and Harmonp 
acting as tellers,) and resulted—ayes 64, noes 78. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Loud cries of ** Question!" « question !’’ 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, offered 
amendment, as follows: ‘ 

“For testing the practicability of Mr. Eliet’s plan for 
regulating the supply of water, and the subjugation of the 
floods in the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, $50,000.”’ 


I wish to speak in opposition 


an 


Mr.S said: I ama little surprised at the clamor 
which has been made in the House for the ques 
tion to be taken on the substitute. Certainly, | 
have not deen so troublesome during the presen | 
session—not having spoken but once, and then 
only for a few minutes—as to justify this unusual 
movement. In charity, 1 suppose that those mem 
bers who clamor for the ‘*question,”’ **question,’’ 
have become wearied with the leneth to which the 
session has been protracted, and are anxious to 
report the bill to the House. 

| have offered this amendment with the sincere 
desire that, if the bill succeeds, it mav contain a 
provision for testing the practicability of a scheme 
which | believe to be perfectly feasible. I think 
the author of the plan (Mr. Ellet) has demon- 
strated, beyond all doubt, the perfect practicability 
of the plan. It proposes so to control and regu. 
late the supply of waters in the Ohio and Missis- 
sippi rivers, as to afford in dry weather a sufficient 
volume for navigable purposes; and in the wet 

| season to chain and check the floods so as to pre- 
vent the disastrous inundations which are so com- 
mon and destructive in the South. These two creat 
| objects this measure propose to secure. I have per- 
fect faith in the ability of Mr. Ellet to achieve these 
results. If by human agency the Kentucky and 
other rivers have been made navigable at all sea 
sons—when otherwise they would not have been 
| —why may not the Ohio and Mississippi? It is 
| only accomplishing, upon a larger scale, that which 
| has been completely successful upon a smaller one. 
If the amendment is adopted, and the bill passed, 
| it will save the $300,000 proposed to be appropria- 
ted in the bill now before us. It is due to myself, 
and the House, that I should say I am opposed 
| to the bill now under consieration, and opposed 
to it because I consider the )licy which has shaped 
and fashioned it to be a cheat and a fraud. This 
| mode of legislating, by blending together fifty or 
a hundred items of appropriation—one half of 
which are intended only as the means of securing 
the other—is certainly not fair or honest. I ap- 
peal to the candor of gentlemen, to say if there 
are not at least one half of the items in this bill, 
which, if made to depend upon thetr own individ- 
ual merits, could not command the votes of a ma- 
jority of this House? And is it just or reasonable 
that [ should be required to appropriate money for 
| objects which are neither authorized by the Con- 
stitution, nor warranted by the pecuniary condi- 
tion of the nation, simply that | may secure a few 
items which are considered on all sides to be legit- 
imate and proper? Certainly, I cannot, consist- 
ently with my obligations to my country and my 
constituents, do so. I believe in the doctrine of 
| the distinguished statesmen of New York, Silas 
| Wright, who, unfortunately for the country, is no 
longer among as, that a separate vote ought to be 
allowed upon each item of appropriation, so that 
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they may ail stand upon their individual merits, and 
not depend upon the merit of others. 

1 know, sir, that in opposing this bill as at pres- 
ent shaped, lam deemed by many rash and impru- 
dent. | have the satisfaction, however, of know- 
ing, that I am only responding to the dictates of a 
conscience Which ] hope may ever feel as free 
from error as it does now. The district which I 
represent has a river coast of one hundred and 
fifty or sixty miles, and my constituents are sup- 
posed to be interested in the improvement of the 
Qhio and Mississippi rivers. So they are, sir, 
and I will gladly, if L am allowed a separate” vote 
on each item of the bill, vote for appropriations 
for these and other national objects. But my con- 
stituents are too just, and too regardful of the in- 
terests of the country, to require me, in order to 
secure these, to vote for other objects, which are 
neither national nor wise. I should neither re- 
apect myself nor my constituents, if I could be 
inclined so to violate my conscientious sense of 
duty, or they could require me to do so. 

I have to repeat, in conclusion, that if prevented 
by the House from having a separate vote upon 
each item, and compelled to take all the items of 
this bill or none, that I shall certainly choose the 
latter alternative, and vote against the bill. The 
bill is extravagant, wasteful, and unreasonable in 
its appropriation of money, and I cannot vote for 
it as it now stands. 

Mr. BOWLIN, 
That is my speech. 

‘The question was then taken on Mr. Sranton’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. ASHE moved that the committee take a 
recess until seven o’clock, after which they would 
be able to proceed with more ease and delibera- 
tion. (Cries of ** No!’’ ** No!’’ * Qmestion!’’) 

Mr. A. Then I move the committee rise. 


I oppose the amendment. 


The question was taken, and the committee | 


refused to rise. 

The question then recurred on the adoption of 
the substitute, as amended; on which question 
tellers had been ordered. 

The question being taken by tellers, (Messrs. 
Kine, of New Jersey, and Harris, of Tennes- 
see, acting,) resulted in the affirmative—ayes 100, 
noes 27. 

So the substitute, as amended, was agreed to. 


Mr. JOHNSON moved that the committee 
rise and report the bill; which motion was agreed 
to. 

So the committee rose, and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the chairman of the committee 
reported that the committee had had under con- 
sideration the river and harbor bill, and ordered 
him to report it to the House with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, obtained the 
floor; but 

Mr. JONES asked the gentleman from Mary- 
land to give way, in order that he (Mr. J.) naight 
olfer an amendment to the substitute. 

Mr. MeCLERNAND preferred a similar re- 
quest. 

Mr. McLANE said: I do not feel at liberty to 
yield. I should vote for the gentleman’s amend- 
ment myself with very great pleasure, but as I 
occupy the floor as chairman of the Committee 
on Commerce, and not as an individual, I cannot 
yield the floor. I have no objection that the 
amendment should be read for information. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, rose to a point 
of order. He believed that debate on a demand 
for the previous question was not in order. 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 
The gentleman from Maryland had been recog- 
nized, and debate was in order, the previous ques- 
tion not having been demanded. 

The Crerx then read the amendment, as fol- 
lows: 

Provided, That if the expenditures authorized, or to be 
authorized for the fiscal year terminating on the 30th of 
June, 1852, exclusive of those authorized by this act, shall 
exceed 850,000,000, this act shall not take effect. 

Mr. ASHE rose to a privileged question. He 
moved that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER stated that it was not a privi- 
lezed question, and that the gentleman could not 
take the floor from the gentleman from Maryland 
to make it, 

Mr. McLANE. I ask the attention of the gen- 
tlemen from Tennessee and Illinois. I would 
cheerfully vote for either of these propositions. I 


| Tennessee, {[Mr. Jongs,} in Committee of the 


| Whole, and I would have voted for ‘the amend- || 


ment of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Me- 
CLERNAND;] but either of these amendments would 


i 


way. 
Mr. BURT rose to a question of order. 


to a matter that was not before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mary- 
and must confine himself to the bill. 

Mr. McLANE was very happy to inform his 
the remarks he wished to make. He moved the 
previous question, 

Mr. INGE moved to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. HARALSON moveda call of the House. 

Mr. DUER inquired of the Chair, what would 
become of the bill if the House adjourned without 
disposing of it? 


‘he SPEAKER. 


| of the Chair, and according to the practice of the 
House, the bill will be the figst businegs in order 
to-morrow. 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McLane} 


qenete which is on the amendment reported by 


| the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 





| Alabama [Mr. Inge] moves to lay the bill on the 
| table; and pending that question, the gentleman 


| from Georgia [Mr. Haratson] moves a call of the || 


| House. ‘The question will first be taken on the 
| motion of the gentleman from Georgia. 

| Mr. BURT called for the yeas and nayson that 
motion; which were ordered. 


adjourn. 
that motion. 
question being taken, the House refused to adjourn. 


tion for a call of the House, and were—yeas 66, 
nays 107; as follow: 


Fuller, Gerry, Gilmore, Hamilton, Hammond, Haralson, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hibbard, Inge, 


MeWillie, Meade, John K. Miller, Millson, Morris, Mor- 
rison, Morse, Orr, Parker, Peaslee, Penn, Phelps, Powell, 


tlesey, and Wildrick—66. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Alston, Anderson, 
| Andrews, Ashmun, Bennett, Bingham, Bocock, Bokee, 





; 


g : : " ’ . | 
| did vote for the amendment of the gentleman from || mon 
|| Hilliard, Hoagland, Holladay, Inge, Joseph W. 


be aqualification of the present appropriation, and | 
1 must, with regret, respectfully decline to give | 
i| 


The | 


gentleman from Maryland had no right to speak || Ashmun, Bennett, Bingham, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, Breck 


| friend from South Carolina that he had concluded | 


If the House adjourns this | 
| evening, without acting on the bill, in the opinion | 


j 


demands the ome question on the pending | 


| Union. Pending’that question, the gentleman from | 


Mr. MILLER, of Ohio, moved Gat the House | 
Mr. MORSE called for the yeas and nays on || 
The yeas and nays were not ordered; and the | 


1 
The yeas and nays were then taken on the mo- | 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, | 
Beale, Bell, Bowdon, Boyd, Brisbin, W. J. Brown, Cleve- | 
land, Daniel, Dimmick, Disney, Edmundson, Featherston, || 


Joseph W. Jackson, William T’. Jackson, Jones, La Sére, 
Littlefield, Horace Mann, Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, | 
Matteson, MeClernand, McLanahan, Robert M. McLane, | 


| Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Stetson, Sweetser, | 
| Thomas, Underhill, Venable, Waldo, Weliborn, Whit- | 


Bowie, Bowlin, Breck, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Buel, | 


| Burrows, Butler, E. C. Cabell, Joseph Cable, Joseph P. | 
| Caldwell, Campbell, Cartter, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, | 
| Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colcock, Cole, Con- | 
| ger, Corwin, Dickey, Doty, Duer, Dunean, Dunham, Dur- | 


| Fowler, Gentry, Giddings, Gilbert, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, 
| Halloway, Hampton, Isham G. Harris, Haymond, Henry, 


| King, James G. King, John A. King, Lefiler, McDowell, 
| MeKissock, McMullen, Daniel F. Miller, Moore, More- 
| head, Morton, Nelson, Ogle, Outlaw, Pitinan, Reed, Rey- 
| nolds, Richardson, Risley, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Saw- 
| telle, Schoolcraft, Sbepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, 
Stanly, Frederic 
Taylor, James Thompson, John B. Thompson, Tuck, Vin- 
| ton, Watkins, Wentworth, White, Williams, Wilmot, and 
Young—107. 

So a call of the House was not ordered. 

The qpemsse recurred on the motion of Mr. Ince 


| to lay the bill upon the table. 


| which were ordered. 


o’elock ? 

The SPEAKER said the motion could only be 
made by unanimous consent. 

Mr. JONES objected. . 

The yeas and nays were then taken on the mo- 
tion to lay the bill upon the table, and resulted— 
yeas 74, nays 101—as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Bayly, Bell, Bow- 
don, Boyd, Brisbin, William J. Brown, Joseph Cable, 
Joseph P. Caldwell, Cleveland, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Colcock, Daniel, Danner, Dimmick, Edmundson, Ewing, 
Freedley, Fuller, Gerry, Gilmore, Hall, Mamilton, Ham. 





Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Strong, | 


| Mr. PARKER called for the yeas and nays; | 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, inquired if it | 
was in order to move to take a recess till seven || Wallace, 


| kee, Eliot, Alexander Evens, Nathan Evans, Ewing, Fitch, | 


Hilliard, Howard, Howe, Hunter, Andrew Johnson, James | 
| L. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Julian, Kerr, George G. | 


j 
} 
! 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


| 


|| George G. King, James G. King, John A. King, effler, 
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mond, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 


Jackson, 
| Andrew Johnson, Jones, La Sere, Littlefield, jute’ 


| Mason, McClernand, McDowell, McLanahan, MeMallen’ 
| MeWillie, Meade, John K. Miller, Millson, Morrisay’ 
| Morse, Morton, Orr, Parker, Peaslee, Penn, Phelps, Pow. 
ell, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, 
Stetson, Strong, Thomas, Venable, Waldo Wallace, Wet)’ 
born, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wilmot, Woodward and 
| Young—74, ¢ 
NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Anderson, Andrews, 


Briggs, Buel, Burrows, Butler, E. C. Cabell, Campbelj’ 
> 


|| Carter, Chandler, Clarke, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Dickey 
{| y, 
|| Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Fitch, Fowler, Gentry, 


Disney, Doty, Duer, Dunean, Dunham, Durkee, Eliot, 


| Giddings, Gilbert, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hai. 
| loway, Hampton, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, enry 

Houston, Howard, Howe, Hunter, William T. Jaekson’ 
| James L. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Julian Kerr, 
| Horace Mann, Marshall, Matteson, McKissock, Robert yy’ 
| McLane, Daniel F. Miller, Moore, Morehead, Morris 
| Nelson, Ogle, Otis, Outlaw, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Rey. 
nolds, Richardson, Risley, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, School- 
craft, Shepperd, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Frederick Pp, 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Sweetser, "Taylor, James 
Thompson, Jno. B. Thompson, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke 
Vinton, Watkins, Weutworth, White, and Williams—10)’ 


So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. 
Mr. BURT declined to vote, as he had paired off 


| 
} 
| 
| 
| 
} 


|| with Mr, Proenrx. 


Mr. HARALSON sfated that he had paired off 
| with Mr. Sitvesrer. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN said that he had 
paired off with Mr. Bocock. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON and Mr. AVERETT, 
| who were not within the bar when their names 


| were called, asked unanimous consent to record 





| their votes in favor of laying the bill upon the 
| table. Objection was made. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered; which main question 
| was first on agreeing to the amendment reported 
from the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. McLane’s substitute.) 

Mr. FITCH inquired of the Chair what would 
be the effect of the rejection of the substitute? 

The SPEAKER replied that it would bring the 
House toa direct vote on the bill as referred to 
| the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON moved an adjournment. 
The question was taken, and the House refused 
to adjourn. 

Mr. FITCH called for the yeas and nays on 
agreeing to the substitute reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole; which were ordered, and 
being taken, were—yeas 108, nays 75; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Anderson, Andrews, 
Ashe, Ashmun, Bennett, Bingham, Bokee, Bowie, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Breck, Briggs, Buel, Burrows, Butler, Joseph P. 
| Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Casey, Chandler, Clingman, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Conger, Corwin, Deberry, Dickey, 
Disney, Doty, Duer, Duncan, Durkee, Eliot, Alex. Evans, 
Nathan Evans, Fowler, Giddings, Goodenow, Gott, Gould, 
trinnell, Halloway, Hampton, Thomas L. Harris, Tay, 
Haymond, Henry, Hilliard, Houston, Howard, Howe, Hun- 
ter, William T. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James L. John- 
son, Robert W. Johnson, Kerr, George G. King, James G. 
King, John A. King, Leffler, Littlefield, Horace Mann, 
Marshall, Matteson, McGaughey, MecKissock, R. M. Me- 


|| Lane, D. F. Miller, Moore, Morehead, Morris, Morton, Nel- 


son, Ogle, Otis, Outlaw, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, 
Richardson, Risley, Rockwell, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, 
Schoolcraft, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, 
Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Sweetser, Taylor, John B. 
Thompson, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Venable, Vinton, 
| Watkins, Wentworth, White, Williams, and Young—108. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Averett, Bayly, Beale, Bell, 
Bocock, Booth, Bowdon, Brisbin, Albert G. Brown, Wil- 
liam J. Brown, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, Cartter, 
Clarke, Cleveland, Coleock, Danner, Dimmick, Dunham, 
Edmundson, Featherston, Fitch, Freedley, Fuller, Gerry, 
Gilmore, Gorman, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Haralson, 
Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hibbard, Hoagland, 
Holladay, Joseph W. Jackson, Julian, La Sére, Job Mann, 
Mason, McDonald, McDowell, McLanahan, McMullen, 
MeWillie, Meade, John K. Miller, Millson, Morrison, 
Morse, Orr, Parker, Peaslee, Penn, Phelps, Powell, Rob- 
bins, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Sawtelle, Seddon, Richard 
H. Stanton Stetson, Strong, James Thompson, Waldo 

Wellborn, Whittlesey, Wildriek, Wilmot, an 
Woodward—75.—- 


So the amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. McCLERNAND, on his name being 
called, said: The gentleman from he pa (Mr. 
Cantera who differs with me on this question, 
being called away from the House within a few 
minutes past, requested me to pair off with him, 
except on the final vote. I agreed to do so for his 
accommodation, and therefore declined to vote. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, stated that 
he had paired off with Mr. Caowaue until five 
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